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SUMMARY 

!ule~planwss~afterd~offl~0ther 
almtive plans and pukilic canumtmthem. Adjus~ts~made 
lll~tothedyl3iS~Slld~C~h~effol;t 

toddgnapmpoeedplmtbtkt=et8agmcyandpbkLc~ 
and objectives whilf2 lulhibiq a(lvm3e effects as mch as 
pot3f3ilde.memajorgaalofthepaapaeed~ieto-or 
diSp3I2OfSllSlKf~31mrlndthpUbliCvaluetO~phllc. 
lllesepublic~wlllbe~tobetternrcnaopthepuhllc 
vahe6~rareducedcu3tbecameoftbirpmpmr3ineffectin 
v!hichtheseMfit. Forezmple:landswf~thebandaryof 
aldella3tE state Ruk, lands adjacent to U.S. Forest sendce, lads 
withhighwUdKfevalm3inanamainndofhahitathpmemnt, 
etc.Ihem9jor~istodispeofsurfacel8dswi~plhllc 
value to Ilonpbuc erltities. 3he end lt?J3ult of this gal of 
tmaf~ordispaeiagofallwafacelard~~by~ 
lUfmuldbeaducedcmttotheHM,ameeffectivemmxgimtof 
pubU.cvalueshrthepublic,mdacquM~of~vatevaluesby 
thepIivatesectoroftheecmany. 

A&lpmxhtely ll,¶O amm wuild be acqdn?d by other pumc 
agJedes,5,130-wouldbeacquiredbytheprivatesector,d 
23,lJo acres leqld.m furtk study b3pecmc ?xdew and 
FllhLldMvate) prior to acalsl tEmm! adjusmt. - 
mimrsl vt saa mild kwzease fmn 591,240 to 631,270 
aam3shethsllbmee eameisl3ainedafterttredisposalof 
SIXfatE. 

These-adjuslJnelltswouldbe~ ~theIX!XtlEU~ 
Y==* For this LeasaliIltedmnEalqymtofthelaodsaKKl 
?Lekmmsissuimpartaat. Roposediaterlm~tis 
#3ulmddllelowwiththeimpEctsof-djustmmt-. 

Rllilic m to public lmds wllld deaesse fmn 7,450 to 7,330 
ElCW3duetOdispoealtOprivateiIlterestS. 

HMandotkrpublic~lmdswherewildUfehabitatwouldbe 
nmhmid or jnpnnd total 26,020 acres, and 22,380 - of 
-td~pota~habi~twlllbe~Federalmww 
-. 

Tzbnberd~wtJodinterlmhsrvesdngwouldlle~frpm38oto 
306 cods peryearfmnappmxinmtelyl7,750 aam. After tmure 
adjuetmmts~~y8,29Oacres~beopentoO~. 

v~opE!nspacewollldbe~tec~by~~naampen#ltal 
15,560 -, kalt dlspwal of 280 - - lmlld mar. 
Appuxdm~y2,63oarresrmuldhtfieiracenicqualityreduced 
t3Lightlyduetodisposaldpotendal~t. 

Ib?at?atLdapporhnitieswould~duetodispoealtoplbllc 
a#plcbsthatpwvlderecreation. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE 
RESOURCE AREA 

See the draft FklP/EIS, page 2. 
Errata: ‘Ibe mmber “7” was left off of the mnw-ical listing and 

description of lxmqgmmt ZorEs for zone 7. 

PURPOSE AND NEED 
See the draft I@lP/EIS, page 2. 
Add the following to the end of Rqose and Need: 

The Proposed l3fscume Management Plan for the Northeast Resource 
Area, when formally adopted, will provide a pattern aramd which 
future management can be designed. The nwq6nent pattern is set by 
establishing acceptable, restricted, and unacceptable land and 
resouxue uses for specific areas. By dividing the BLN administered 
la& into these use categories for the issues, it is possible to 
know tit types of actions can be expected for given areas. 

By involving the general public, local, state, and other Federal 
age&es in developing the proposed plan, it is expected that the 
best possible pattern for vt will be established. All 
future developwnt and protection actions on the land will be in 
confomance with this pattern, thereby protecting the best interests 
of the plblic. 

Withcut this master plan to guide BLM actions and inform prospective 
users of acceptable uses, disorganized and unresponsive actions 
could result. ‘Ihis piecemeal approach would n>t involve interested 
people nor preclude the possibility of creating irreversible 
negative impacts. 

THE PLANNING PROCESS 
See the draft l+iP/EIS, page 2 ard 3. 

PLANNING ISSUES AND CRITERIA 
See the draft IMP/E& page 3. 



CHAPTER II 
PROPOSED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

INTRODUCTION 

ISSUE MANAGEMENT OPTIONS 
CONSIDERED AND ANALYZED IN 
DETAIL 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED 
PLAN 

3he specific Vofth~phismtedma 
t=t-by-tzactbasisinAppmdixBandC.Attheendofti 
d=pterisachartkteflydesu3bingthepropmedphand 
-a N=-. 'Ihefollowhgisadiscxlasian of propoeed 
rlPrin(OMmadebyiSSlle. 

Note: lherearenuneIuln3npenrlpnandjurisdictianswithaane 
cantrolavlervarious~Ofland~. Notall of these 
couldbeincludedilltbis-t. lheywillallbeincorporated 
intopmjectdesignandeIw&mlmtal af3M3amtswitbixlthelimlts 
oftheF~~~~~cyand~~t(~),~llc land 
laws, and regulaticm. 

1. LAND STATUS 

AllH.M~~mdlandisplacedina~ofthmermjor 
cate@ries: A. Retention, B. Dispmal, or C. Specific Reviwbased 
al natiaml interest. NatLahLWenzstisde~bythe 
rIuallties~~tinthe~oritsusethatbest~foror 
satisfiespresentandfutureneedsofth?Arnerlcanpeople. Thet3m 
Primaryqua.u~evalua~tode-natioMl~te~~ 
~~ticn ad the klative scarcity of goods, sew&s, or nmey 
=wb.leofbeingpnxlwed. Imdstatusadjustmentsmybemadeby 
*, transfer,orsale (orotherwhods thatbecmreavaihb~). 

If the zeddmpended trmsactimism&xinablethenamther 
fll&KXl~ybeconeidered witbin the retention or public dispoMl 
caw. Lands l-Ewing public valw hta!ntim or public disposal 
G3@@eshmybe&ml@xlforlandshavlngplbllcvaluesof 
MM inteIest. tImget my be made fmn the pblic (or 
retenticn) categny to private dispoal after an -ti 
assesm&7miewofthe lxsalme vahs and public involmt 
detemdnethatpfivatevalueaactuallypredominate. 

A. Retentim - Sane values appear to be signifimnt (i.e., 
natialal interest) al 430 acres of land, theE%foIE, retention and 
mrqmmtinFederalomemhiparerecammM. conwiltatim with 
F'edemlagnciesMpeddeteminecanpatibilitywithth&gnngrms 
d ameptability of su& a mpmzil. Ihe U.S. Forest Service 
GEFS)wssdetenninedtobethermf3tlogical~rforallfzcept 
l2Oacres,~havebeen~ooallytransf~toRocky 
WnWlnNatiaklFWkduring~ationofthisplm. 

B. Disposal-Itishthenatiooa.lintem3tthatdisposal 
of 17,205 acrea of land to a rm-Federal entity be accanplished. 
AppendhBfoolnotesidentifyifthemareplbllcorprivatevahes 
forPhi&pmvisialmJstbemsdeinthedispo&transacti~ Jn 
811pe instaoces there are sigoifiMnt ccnlfucting public and pldvate 
valuesthatwlllberesalved~~theaffectedpartiesasapartof 
tk diqmsal traMsctioLl. conwiltaticn with state snd local 
gpverrrments and private interests helped detemine wl-lea these 
plblic and plivate valms exist. 

Ibus, desig~tion for dhposal has been divided into 
thn3eme@xiesasfollcws: 

FaiLic DispoMl - (plblic valzs p3IdcdMte) 

Rivate DispoMl - (pxivate values predcminate) 

Fublicand/orPrivateDiqosal-kothpublicand 
private values exLst>. 

Chmgeswithinth33e~~~myoccurasanzsult 
of Mensive site specific analysis that shm3 a gmater plhlic 
beefitrewilting fran the action. !kbclxmgeswaildbermdewitb 
appmpriateplbllcreviewmdt3wi~ ml analysis. 

C. SpecificReview- lhere are18,235 acres of land that 
-t be def&pated for retenticm or disposal without furthfx 
stdy, malysis, and public input. R?f!VbWCOUldbeiOiUatedby 
plhZicnqo~~~~~~ncin~rest,or by IEM. There anz several 

Ecg 
. (xle reasanistheRLMMiningcL~ 

m policy restricts disposdl of lands where ullpamterl 
ndning cl&W e2dst. Other reasons include canplex omership 
pa-, xigtm-ofway pmvisions, high interest values, aIxl 
intense public cawern over future uses Indicating the need for 
detailedaoalysissndspecificdew. Thecriteriaforswhreview 
wiubethesfm!easabovewithcYmkledplbllcinvolvenEnt~ 
cxRlsideratimof~localconditions. 

Allsubsurfaceestatefallsinthiscategxybecausea 
mhralapprai&isrequiredpriortodeterndnation. 

'Ihepriorkyoflandstatusactia~wculdbe as follows: 

- Actials requiring midnal amilysis and ?lxxkw 
- FVesentapplicatiaw 

- Exdmgeopportunities 



- specificIwiewareas 

mesephritiesarenotulmsllyexizhi~aodseveralwill 
be plxlmed siulll-y. lheactuslspecificmdewptucess 
agwlmen~wmbeinitiatedf~~ ofeleplanrecord 
of deJzf&m. FacImx that may affect the am@ishmt of the 
~tials a3.E m, pducy df=Ho& w opP--% plblic 
interest, etc. 

specific pmels may be ormreyed abed of th?.? priorLty 
scheduleffsignifi~tinterestissbown. Allcomyalawillbe 
precededby=Ynecessary &a&ralsurveyandafakma&etvalue 
appraisal- 

Iands identifkd for specifk reviw will require a 
-eJ= apemat with the OSFS, State of Morado, a&or 
mm* local govenmmtswiti2~lhisagreementwlll 
reguireplbllc~am@at-swW~w~~*Wby 
ptatel Ixxk!wandlandstatuscbsugede-~ Itwill 
nquiIethedetemdnatialsbecmplete&hin2yearsofthe 
effecth?dateoftbezlgwemm~. l!lIt-tbe.r,tbe~yancewillbe 
requin%dwithin5y?an3ofthedetxxmimti~ 

Atanythed&qthispmcess,shouldthetfmtilenotbe 
-,tl= agreenmtwillbecapenullandMid. Intbosecases, 
ELM may prsue gmersl sale or any other method of land status 
clmge toeffectthelandconveyanceoutof m!admMstration. 

2. ACCESS 

Accesswillnotbe~lmlessitbecauesnecessaryto 
obtain access for the putpose of effecting a land status chsngz or 
for w specific reaowxe interim W-Ifthisisso 
detemdned,negotiatialswillbemsdewitbtbeaffected-rs 
withtkoptimofushgtheri&tofeminmt~tocahmfor 
BCCeBS. 

nmtypesof easelBltl3 are possia: 

- EltduKive-~~~useaudfuznishesmaintenance. 
FUbliC accesswouldberegulatedbyIUl. 

- Nanexcsltsive-mdoesnotcal~theu6eof~road 
andmqqmidepsrtialfminteMnce.Atbllcusemyormaynotbe 
pXlldttf3L 

3. WILDLIFE HABITAT 

IhefolhingaI?zaswitierdetinghabitat~tplans 
willcal~tobavethoseplarL?3~tedm~tranf3feris 
cxzaplete: Rivenside-, south matte -,andFt. 
colllns Resem. 

A. Impxtant-Ihegpal for these 33,91LO acres of land is 
to maintain or improve habitat to meet the objective of the 
strategicplsn of the @lo&o DMsicnof WlkUfe. at may 
bewwcooperativevt z3glmmtswlthsn 
appropriate state or Federal wU.cWfe agncy or ~~LWU& the 
devehpmtofaW4haMtat Ilmrqamtplau. mecIiteriausedto 
detemdne impommt habitat are: 

(1) ==-me!mh&ed (l&E) specieshabitat. 

(2) (sucidlorimportantseascmlh&i~tf0r~ 
spechorFedeml/statehighhte~~tspecies. 

alnrun#lt), ad breeding habitat implmmmt (island stabmti 
or iaol&&m, nesting structures, ad artificial reefs), etc. 
specificpro*tQsigpwillbedevelopedduIingtbe~tal 
anslysispmceasandwUlincluleappmpriate&Mspecifi~tims. 

B. kuxal-lhese3,180aaxshavenoiqmtant~e 
valw3curLt3ltlyidentified. lilvmtorieawlllbedmetodetezmine 
if say important values sre present before any major action calld 
occur. Gemral wildlife habitat will be protected by imxporating 
wildlife- intotbeenviIummtal assesmmofpqosed 
actialsin~tbe dfzv&qwofstipulationsandmi~~ 
-. 

4. TIMBER AND FIREWOOD 

Forestproductsaleswlll ccntinw mareasidentified for 
farest~ttomeet~andmaintainfo~tproductivity. 
Aumacbdnistered&aceestateis- in one of four 
adegories based al umber pJ3xluctial CapabilIty cllassmam 
mcc jlxvent0I.y) and raanxe t2xmfltcts: A. Available, B. 
unavailable, c. Naxmnmzmial, or D. Nonfon?st. 

A.Ae- There are 2,270 acrea suitable as 
inteusivelyu came- forest lands wavailable” for timber 
llcuxesdng. lllese inch& ttm forest immtory classes; IKapmblen 
ad restricted. Nc3qmW areas ant eadly mnaged for timber 
Fnluluctial and restricti areas wfu ?requh? special calsideration 
formnagnmt. 

meforest mmsgamtobjective for these productive 
siteaistopmvldeasustaimbletimberhsrvestth.mughtheUmits 
ofayearlyallomble cut. HarvestingwlLt be accm@hd through 
CnmxSkdtimbersdtesto~rcialloggersandf;rmilyfi~ 
CUtbIB. Chtthgpracticeswillbelhdtedtothsepmvidi.ngfor 
lwural~tialofthetimbers~andprotec~of site 
productivity* 

B. UnavaFtable -There are 15,570 acres suitable as less 
intensively~cau~~!camrercial forest lands mCLy Ymmailable” 
forgwral tuerlwTvestiug. meae iIxl& t+m fomsthentozy 
-; wiwfragile gradient and adverse location. 
wi~~gradientlandshave~,droughty,steepand 
easily e?mdible soils. Adwrse location results flm snail size, 
Str?epslopes,~fragile~~. 

me fomt ~tobjective is to protect these 
productive lands flm fh, pests, and disease mtil local 
-t.!Yis avdable to inclwle them for harvest in the yearly 
alhddecut. Forest lmagamtwlllincludedi~tpeatcontml, 
oKntalitysal~,firecm~,andcal~lnrvestbyfi~ 
cutters. 



Ihe forest nmqmntobjective is to ~&&these 
-=, fragKLe lands ffun lot38 of fo?mt cover. Fo?m¶t 
llrmgwnt WJll be llmited to direct pest ccmml, lmrtalAm 
sahage,andMruhedandccn~harvestbyfi~cutters. 

D. lbfomst-Themare 18,450 acrm of lad less thm10 
pemnt stocked with txlmEti txee species. GtEerauy, any 
m!magmeoftreeswlllbe fortheplIrpoeofimgmvlngor 
lnaintainingother-valxles. 

8ll NW lh@e T.3S., R.74W., Sec. 20 

808 Alps I'kamWn T.4S., R.7%., Sec. 6 

808 Alpe Mame T.4S., R.7%., Sec. 5 

8l7Graynmt T.4S.,R.75W.,Sec.16& 21 

602 Wani TJN., R.74W., Sec. 1 & I2 

809Sflver~tainT.3S.,R74W.,Sec. 25 

809 Silver bkxmu3n T.4S., R.74W., Sec. 4 

- 904 Cmoked TopMomtain T.6S., R731J., Sec. 35 

- 812~xMkeekT.3S.,R.74~., Sec. 20&29 

5. LIVESTOCK GRAZING 

AllgrazhgintbeNartheast Resa.meA?xafallsl.xldfz 
Secthl5oftheTayhrGmzingAct. Leases~XUonlybehued 
wllEntbe~cantmeetsquayficatiansdescrlbed in43cm4uO 
W being a U.S. citizen; b&g a camm9al Ihem& 
opecatar;dhavlngbaaepmpertytosupporttbelivestock. 

B- Open -Afterapplicathbyaquaki.fifzdliwWock 
operator,suiulbili~of&3asirlgforgraziDgoftheseacresis 
delzemhed~tbe-~assesslpentprocess. 

(1) slopes greater thl50 parent. 

(2) Fuaherthau4mFlesto~~mthepllains; 1 
mileintbel&ntRange. 

(5) Imimren3hiporantrolforalqghlleaseunit. 

(6) thnflictstitbother~. 

App&x~ofth3ecriteziamyre8ultinadecisim 
tbatthelandism8uitableforgrazing;theappII~thwmildbe 
Iejecti&KldtbeaIEaIechdfw toceegoryc;or8uitablefor 
gradng,tbeleaaewuil.dbe~ted,dtbearea-iedto 
aa- A. 

c. cLa3ed -%eBelaIlds~not- for gazing. 
Iheyareeithrmsuitableu&gthecritexialistedmderBabove, 
bavempot3eial,orbave~valueforotherusesnotcallpatible 
wkhgtazing. klpplicatials5o1egraziIlgusealtbeaelandswillmt 
be-* 

6. WATER QUALITY AND FLOODPLAINS 

A.CcmcemP;rea- nlese 23,880 acrm are in need of 
IlEmgamtactlalsto correctpollutiaaorlmin~qudlity. TtEse 
aaas hcldeleemkdswbich: 1> donotnE!etstate of colorado 
waterquality8tandards,2)arenmmidpal~~,3)ccntaln 
Eiigdficant~flood~hazards,or4)othergovermnent 
aeaiea identlfied as critical for cooperative pIladng. Ractim 
mayincludemanmlormdifica~ofpollu~sames, dtoring 
fur pDtenthlEiounm3, mdlhLtaticnsor~tative-al 
ul3e3aracdm3thtmyresultinpollu~ ModificathlsarxI 
de!v&qmtswlthhth!eloo-ymfloodplainmKltnotinterf~with 
thena?zuralbenefictalflmc~ofthefloodplalnnorcreate 
hazards to ufe or pperty witbaut pmper mitigation. All projem 
willbede3igeedtolncludegeoeralprwentative~ticea- 
b&W. 

B.Gersil-Iapxctstowaterqualitymtheseaaeswill 
be ndnmzed by stipulatials in project design. prwentative 
F=w.ce8i3uchasNloffomti~ces,pper~practices, 
ppermadlocatianallddeEign,~- of vegetative cover, 
adaYllfinmlmtd~tmmtofpciuutant8willbe included to 
ndlelze potential pollutim. projectswlllbeinI3pectedtoassure 
that axlqiba wii3l flood plain restrictials described above are 
illdded~neprlpd. 
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Protectimofaitical~~andflood~wlll~ 
intoeffecthediately. Dmmlmts~tl~or~ 
willanbinaamtidngpmtectimsti~~r Cemralvater 
quality prevmative practices vdll also go intm lImEdwe effect. 

7. WATER SOURCES 

8. SOIL EROSION 

AllEMacwnistprprlsurf~estateishcne0ffour 
catqories: A. FMiLemArea,B.Stable/Slight,C.Eloderate,orD. 
MwseverebssedalexLstlngemeicn~anderosim 
hazard. 

A. ProblemArea-lhese85oacresoflalrlareinneedof 
qeclal clxl-ective ID-t acttals to arrest lxlaepdle soil 
loss, restore soil stabm~, ad rem soil pmductivity. 
practiaessuchas~~tialeE~ t, SOLL additbes, lmai 
calstructim lrimitatims and standards, mining omtrdls, off-mad 
vehide restrictioos, etc., play be neaeseary. Almualamltorlzlgof 
ttEezxx3smcaldi~wlllidentlfytheneedformoreintense 
-. 

D. Qitical/w -Noacreswlthcriticalor~ 
erosionhazard~identified. lheeesoa3have- 
liaatia3slmposedby8teeptopograply,highwatertable,8~ 
floodisg,-~-~pI,~depthe,~af 
Ipattrients, - staxqetc. Sophlsd.caticareis~in 
PhojectrlpnrrmdurlngemrimJpental assesamentandpreciseuseof 
bestnrervlgm?ntpractioesis~uiredto~ soil loss. 
uwtally~cci3ts~associatedwfth l&magmmt actlals. Afta 
pmjecta@Letimanmi~chedr~telyfdllawlngthe~ 
permofdl3k(pedodofhE!avynmoff)arKlara*wuy~will 
ikMfythwedforfurtherac~ 

9. AGRICULTURAL USE 

A.Open-Nopublichdswerefomdmbe@meormique 
at2umagtothesstatef3pllblica~"ImportcntF-of- 
State." IAXdl~wdtable~tlU.alcrop~landswlllbe 
identifiedby~~~valuetotheother~ 

z 
IftkapplMforareaisfad8uitab.h,wewillbe 
byleaseorsale. AgTAcultuL.alllsewlllbepeIndttpnal 

an mlmal lmsis with the stipllatial that rmrpflntiOll~Ybe 
impomdatanyd.mastenme&angesamwdcedout. 

B.Clmed-%eeeldsaremtavaiMle for agldlltural 
use. l.tEy are e.eh?r ulsuitable, lack potmtial, or are mm? 
vahableforothrw3es.Appkhtl.au3wiUnotbeamepted. 

10. WILDFIRE 

A cooperative -Ttlepn?vm~dsuppaesaicnof 
wUfimisaccu@ddon22,5ZQacm3byf2itkramenmidmof 
mdemtatdingoracoaperative agreement,Mwill*: 

(1) mltiea imold. 

(2) Furpose. 

(3) AIlthxities. 

(4) Agnsmzlt item snd zeqamamtief3. 

(5)Aprwisianfordreview. 

(6)Asavlqgeclau3etocxnrer~~or 
-tion. 

(7) -t cilmsea defhd. 

11. PRESCRIBED BURNING 

- No private pnqerty is th?malzd. 

-FT~dangerisle~~thEploreqmltoQast3III 
bderate). 
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12. OPEN SPACE 

Allmfnrhrtnrnbered~aceestateisplacedinaneof~ 
ca&.gmies,basedaltheneedtoptecttheopmspaoevalue: 

A. Iqmtsnt-Mmqemmtofl6,28OaawwXUplmvidethe 
openspscevaluesofaestheticssndaaftrralbeauty.lhieisdooein 
amt3 wnraaded or enarshd by132&&11tialsmm dor 
~gmwth.~istoreUlnthenattaxlappearancead 
pmddeapark-llkesreainsnothemisedevdopdarea. 

B. General-On20,8LOscnzs specialopenqxxe protection 
isnot~. RojectswillbeaccepWdethatcamidertbe 
~landw3es,statesndlocalplffnn,dplbllc~. 

13. SCENIC QUALITY 

A. ClsssI-Nopuhliclmdwss -intbisclass, 
~~-Yfor~--l~and 
mmsgmmtsctivity&mldnotattractattenliah W&ss is 
mstlyap@iedtowiUmess alxas,wlldsndscenicrl\lers,and 
shilar situ¶m. 

B. CLsssII-Any llkmqpat activity perfonued al this 
13,970acres shouldnotbe evident in the chsractitic la&cape. 
~~theactivitymaybeseen,it~~tattracta~~. 

c. chssIII-~~ttvitycmtbis12,600~ 
m9ybeseenkvident)dattmct~attmtlon,htshaddmmh 
-temtbe~landscape. The~landscape 
dlould stal be that bihicb dram the eye, IDt tb lmnagtsEnt 
activity. 

D. QassIV-Any llkqymltactivityperffmnedmtbis 
10,520 aczlee maybe the dadlxintfeature in tk lsndsqe ill tenm 
of scale bize~ hut sbild repeat the basic characteristics (folm, 
w, color, texture) of the landscape, i.e., in a city of lirrpar 
s~e&dbuikhgsarcudeds~~wcuildnotbe 
appmpriate. 

E.ChssV-lhisclassappliestosreashemtbexWxrsl 
chm3cterhasbeeudMxdxdtoapoint~rPhabilltatmls 
xlFsdedtobzingbecktbearigiaalmna~~. Noaress 
wztEidentifiedalpublic~. 

nlesetdasseswlllbe~ssanevaluatialtool~ 
witbotberiasueaandvslueaduriogsitespecificaMlysis. 

14. RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES 

%l3=f==l llmn&pmt of I-ecreati opplxmlties witbin 
thelxsoume~willbe0fthe~ve(~)type. 
In~veorspecial~ti maxM&sntsreas~beidentFfied 
andmfma@sccod.ngtoapermitorsitespedflcplsn. 

AllEMsdndnisteredsuLfaceesta~isina.leofflve 
categpries: A.Send~tivemrrnotorlzed(~),B.Send~tiw 
nmtmizd @PM), C.bsded~tursl (E(N), D.bral(R), (JL E. urban 
OJ) based m the types of expdenmtbatcanbe-fran 
ptlrticiptial, the valiety of activitLes, ad the euvimmmtsl 
setting. 7lle~~noprimdtive@)~mpuhliclandhtbe 
mmumeareas.Thesesreazmslyingmrreth3adlesfmmthe 
IEamstpointofmotorvehicle -a=a3rnaodifiedw, 
whHhemisllttle~ofotherpeople,sndthatarealaust 
cqletdyfm!eof lltmgaatcal~. ThepxiMIydete?miMntof 
tbeserecreatianopportMltyclassesistbesetting. Theoverall 
d-tin~~tialoccursinnllprrpn epecifictypeeaf 

activities tbat cm malr sd ultinrately detEdm?s *rewiltiDg 
typesof~Ihesettiagisfo?mlateddngamd~erof 
factmslx!hssremoteaese,size,aKnmt0flandscgpesl~dmar 
dewi@mt,tbe uder snd vifdbility of recreatial users, 
mmagamt ccmstraints, etc. 

A. SMM (Wprimitive namtorized) - Mmagwnt 
te&dqwswlllmxlnW.n36Oaamschsrac~byapredomdnantly 
-natural emdmmmtofasizeorhtithatpmvldesa 
~tamderateopporhnityforisoladmfmmsighQ3adsomdsof 
IpBI1. Thesn2aislargeemuefitopezmit~foottravel 
withhthean?aandFmerlsoppoYYxnityforinteracticnwi~the 
naturalenvhmmtwfthmaderate~,risk,duseofa~ 
degmzofoutcborddJh 

B. s9M(Sedpdmkivemotorlzed)-~techniques 
al these 10,780 acms in&de low-key alsite cammls ad 
zt?@llam that effectivdy Faxwent rmalrce aby- 
use. Scmrdniml~t-lpnforueersafetysndptectimof 
Ll?samevaluessrepowided. I#tollderatein~caltacts 
-. Mo~uselEpenHlttedsnd~by~tenanceof 
pdmitive msd or mmrized trdl systems. SalE road/trail 
ar.wNctiocam3to- recreatianmopportunity. Roads 
maybe- ixmmallyforthebeaefitofotherresarrces. 

This class pluddes/lminm aIMs cbsrac- by 
pmtly tlxdmed Mtural emdmmmtinalmatimthat 
pmvldes&mdtolluderateiaalationfmnsightssnd&Jlmdsofrpan 
exceptforfaditles/tr8wlr~~tessufficienttosupportmtohed 
recr8a~trsvelapportunitiee,which~atleastmoderate 
dwUenge,risk,smiahi&degreeofddltesdng. 

c. RN(RosdedNatural)-~t~w3altbese 
13,270aaespmddea1sitecammlsandregimen~ti~thatgmvide 
f=Dw. RJJsticfacilitiesarepimvided~user~, 
safety,=d- pmtectlal. IbapELlt acths may iIlchde 
enhcnroement, sib llddng, end 0tk.r activie. hvelopd sites 
pzwvideformoderatedmsi~. ot3ErTEsaJme activities llammhe 
wid-ltheoverdlsmseofnatural~. 

'Iheeeamasarechracterizedbya~tlyna~ 
anrlrmpentwith~Of~tepe~ t almmatial of 
3Itsomxessnd resume utillzaticn. Evttdeeofthe~tsd 
sandsofmlisor&rate~,hutinhammywiththenaturdl 
-. opporhmitLesedstforbothixdalinteractionand 
moderateisdadmfdsightsdsaldsOfolm 

D. R(Bural)-MmqqznttehQuesmtheseY,52Oacres 
hiLudeextensivefaclUties,bothpubHcsndp&a~,designdfor 
w-ty-. FadlitiesarekeyedtoqedficactftiUes,aud 
toiMenf3ivlemtorizedused~Highrlcnnityuseprwvides 
opporhdty hr social interactial, not for isohtial. vi&or 
activities are fnquendy reetrlcted to pImE!nt emchommti or 
-wctsmnpp* 

E. u aJrbsn) - &se 1,160 acres are characti by 
--, hisblY modified, and my -===mP. 
DB4.@liSforMI3ll3i~UaeSllduSerccolfortd-. 

ur~apporhnitiesImyoccuraspartofthesup~rt 
fsciutiesforotherln~verecreation devehpmtalmlands. 
Hmmer,dedqmmtshouldbemdebythepdvatesect0~ 
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15. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

- Ees~tialls-1 

- Filcavativumlatial 

- lieerpmtati 

16. PALEONTOLOGIC RESOURCES 

All mlixhdnistered surf- estate is in cm of four 
lzatqp~,baf3edalthepotentialforfindingvaluahlefossils: 

A QassIa -Noareasw?mfolmdinthisme&zye 
Imdiatedetailedfcdhqstudyisneeded.Fo88118ofscientific 
ixmn23tare~ontbewafaceorareveIyUkelytobe 
diacmedwitbm fieamkinthearea. ms-ual 
is used fat? site spedfic localiuea llavhg sd.eltiffcally 

(1) preservatimby ~~SdiliZBtial 

B. CLassIb -aLeae800acreshavehi&potfslMalfor 
SCieLltif~~ ld@aLcmt kssils. In these arees,a 
p&aWd@devalua~wll.lbe~bya~,ma 
a3sApMebaaie,~toarlysurfacedis~acutity. nlese 
ete3hl¶lialswill~tbis classebtialtoclassIa,classII, 
~CIhSSIII,88~~. 

D. ChsIII - lhere is little likdihd of finding 
fossilsofsd.entificvaluemthae28,73oaamNofurther 
caddeza~offossilsieTlprpnanrv tsile&3fu~~ries 
mpd.xea~ofcladfkati~ 

17. GEOLOGIC FEATURES AND HAZARDS 



18. LOCATABLE MINERALS 

AllBL&latkdds+plwlsurface estate andappropriate 
fJlhda% estate is in ale of three mepies, based on 
ixvmabmtyfarthelocatianoflufningclalml3~mllu?ml 
devdopmt: 

dE?gmdalziaMfFe&!rallaudso~~~of~dll3trnbed 
amahasbeen~ted, Ilotifh~isreqtdredsosnlnspec~ 
oftbamacanbemh. FordetaibmtheamtentofaNotice'and 
operating s-, see regFilatioaa 43 CFR 3809-l-3 (cl, (d) ;and 
(A). OIfadnhgopemicaistodisturb~~5-~per 
year, cx is iin certain special catepry lands (Le., off-mad 
vehi~cloeufee,wi~lauis,areasofcxitlcald~ 
a=ed,a~ofOpera~israquired. Thescmeopm.athg 
stamhdsasrequbdmder(2)NoticeofIntmtapply,httheplan 
ieaubjecttoappmval. Badingoftheoperamrmybe~to 
esmumtheprevpntianof uneoessarysndulduedegrada~of 
Federallandssndtherrmnlptianof-ti. Anemrircnaental 
~~oftfre~aperati<msisrequbd@.ortOappmvalof 
~minof~tions. FailuLeofaxlopE!!ra~to~ywiththwe 
It?@llatioMdavoid I.mm=mqandtidegradatiofFederal 
landswillsubjecttheoperalmtoaNotieof~,and, 
if---y,-actim. 1tsklaildbexx)tedthat43m3809 
re&athsdonotapplytomhrfaceesme. 

All lldJlkg opera- are also subject to o$br 
appllcabl Federal, state, md local mspdmmt8. 

c. closed- 7he3t?105,850 B[Tes of fmrfacearri subwaface 
~mhculdbeclu6edorm3trictedfmnthelocatiaaof~ 
dXh3. 

19. SALABLE MINERALS 

B. CbcemArea- lheeel38,l6o-ofwafaaeand 
-arealsoopen,hrtotherimpartant~ -mlues have 
been ide!ndfied. sitespecific stiprlatioae wul be reqldmd to 
pmectthesemaoume values. Ifiiupsctstotheee~causedby 
lubrallmterislextractim CamKBt be SaMmy ndwted, the 
&@iC&blWlllbeE~. 

c. cbsed-h103,240 Bcree of lmrface and imb6urface 
haveotbrldeltifled- valuesthatwouldsufder~ 
andirreparahl~sbuuldshaildlldaefalmrterial~take 
@ace. Applicalialsfortheas-anotbeaccepeed. 

20. COAL RESOURCES 

AUBIMadrafnbtemisurfaceestateaadappoprhte 
~estatearehale0ffour~~,~althe 
pot5ltblforcmlresanres, arldthei3aaMli~k~t: 

IarIdf3~l3ui~if(1)nmeofthe#)~tability 
crh?ria apply, or (2) there are exce@mstoalla@bable 
lmsdabmq trim. 

mefcibwlQjunsui~ty~~(~aud 
elmpths not usted) pmtect: 

"1. 

"2.Fedemllandswithhri&ts-o&wayorfssemmts 
oJeillchkdhsurface~for~dal, 
-,~~,~o~plbllcplfposes, 
or fedemIl- surface used for pfime 
agrdclllw crop plxlductial. 

'3. ?hdwithin1aIfeetofthealtsidel.hof the 
rig+&myofapblicxmdorwithh100feet 
oftheautsideliwoftherighlzmhmyofa 
phUcroadarwithhlCDfeetofacmSery,cxr 
wi~300 feetofmy puhuc bl.lmbg, school, 
czhllrh, camlmity, or iusmIuthal building. 
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"6. 

“Il. pp1 active bdd or g!fak eagle mst site m 
FederallandfJdall~tebuffer~ 
ammdth2lreetsite. 

“13. Federal lsds Cal- al active falcal 
ktxddbgkestrel) cliff mx3dng site snd a 
bufferuaeofFedecallanddthezresdng 
site. 

"14. Fedemlhxls thatarehi&phrkyhabi~thr 
adgratozybinIofhighFe&mlinterestona 
=gimalornationalbssisssde~~tly 
by*- llmiqmmt agemy aid the U.S. 
lGhdMldBfeSemice. 

"l5.Fderal lands m ddch the surface mmagnmic 
agmcyandtkstatejcdnl2yagreearefish8nd 
wildlIfe habitat for rmident species of high 
interesttothestateand~are-for 
maintainins~prloritywlldllfespecies. 

"Y.Fekal lands that have been camdttd by the 
~aamPPn#ltappncvtOnLmicipalwe~ 
US% 

"20.Federallmdt3inastatetovihid1isap@icahka 
crfbrial (1) pmposed by the state and (2) 
Eytorrtprlw-by~-=Y* - 
h8vebe!enestabllshed." 

D. b- Iheae3L4,33oacres-afaurfacedonot ccutaln 
cod beds of the Ikmer id/or Larmde Fonmticms md -9 
tkref~,closedtoapplloatian. 

21. OIL AND GAS RESOURCES 

AllR.Maibdd&dsurfaceestatearda~te 
WrbeucEaae eata- $8 inolve of five cate@zies: A. !hdazd,B. 
seasad, c. Yelalg (no surface occupmy), D. Open, or E. 
Unmd~,beaedmtherveedforstipula~top~other 
-WlWS. 

10 



-t 
It?rdttedTimeReriod 

1 4/l -l2/l5 
2 
3 'll 1% 7/l 
4 8h - 3/3L 
5 4/u-WI5 
6 lo/l - 3LI-5 
7 7/l - 3h.L 
8 7/u- 3128 
9 7/l - 2/Y 

lo loA5- 5/I5 
IL 7/l - 4130 

Ba- 

c. Yearlalg (no aIrfatE ofLqmcy) -nA?ael2,74oaae3of 
alrfaced~have ?resamevalueeofsuffideat~ 
to~~cdlaDdgasactlvitymtbeslDfaceiftbeaRface 
amme be p@hIly occwkd (e.g. xesemh3~. Swhaleaseimy 
be isswid for “M,” i.e., a well adjacmt to the lands my 
drab oil d/m gas from lxxler the l09sfA ama. In lImEad 
cirtxaretrProes,awellmaybehW fromalomtimadjaaxt 
t0thre6~~sothehalebottamartateamepadnt 
~Yrpderthehsedlands. libqamstotbisllmdta~may 
~spedficalyappmdbytheH.MDfstrictElerrager. 

D. Open-meae57,180acn?sof~areapartol,?aae 
. appUcathforacae+mae mdmhkhmalea8eapplicatchls 

received,~lande~rylrnrrlprwl faranoffertohaaeaftera 
t3pdflcsld~tydetermdaationlsmede. lkltbelandswulbe 
plaaedinaeoftbeotberca~. nlsplxladmis~ 
becaueeofInstWrlentzeaamce- 
fieldelradna~ortfienecessityto 

(poesibly m a 
Ooordirvrtewlth~Obtainthe 

a.mtmtofotherFederal,atate,arlocal~. 

lheAmbientAirQualltyStandardasettbenrrPllnmlevel 
abmwbi&airpfIiummt -tia.u3arenotto~. Amas 
thataalf3isten~yexceedtbestaodaIdare- "moattainment" 
adapmfgmmt3tbeimplemtedby~~t8~be 
neducedma~tbelut7 thmxinuaetrarrtml. 

23 ROAD AND TRAIL STANDARDS 

24. PEST CONTROL 

- Appllcatiaaofpstid.kasal.astresartbasedm~t 
H#-~alchemdcaleaQdinaamrdaoce WithlkFederal 
Ineectidde,Rm&ide,dRodentiddeActof1972 (FIJSA). 



25. USE APPLICATIONS 

- IIighe3tatldbestuI3eoftheland; 

- (Zmdhtb with state imd comty agncia (e.g. land use 
w, umiag =-a 

26. PUBLIC INFORMATION 

- 7lmelmdsmtmeedngobjecllvmabovewUlbe~at 
tbemsdmtrailQ~sndexitofthepublic~. 

27. UNAUTHORIZED USE 

AlllIMsurfaceestateisillthe”A-“~~. 
Elhinatialof- use8oflhepllmclandsisaIl~ 
objective.Atrespessacth@anhasbempaeparedand@desthe 
abatement pTmgL%m. lhieplmincluksanud3erofpciUcies~for 
detectial,calf~tlal,and~tialoftrespess. EhiefLythe 
actionstobetakene: 

- Coaperatewitbotber~; 

- nx!at all affectd people impartially ad fairly to not 
cmsemduehahhip; 

- Mlectahir~talfortkuseorbenefitderived. 

28. ECONOMICS 

- Cost effeJzh? -~agx3lorprojectha8beeiidmtified, 
thenu6tcmteffectiveappmach&allbefznmred~possible. 

29. SOCIOLOGY 

- !sodaldIstIlbuthofeffects. 

nledegmofI&alogic~data(plrafile)~to 
aualyzetbeaethreeperspectiveswlllvaryaooordingtotbe 
~oftheactionsandeffec~. 

PLAN MONITORING AND 
EVALUATION 

Mmi~andevaluatianof~tsarelasgelyde~byfield 
check3ofpaojectdf3ehqmt. AlI&uHu3lmie!wofthe8efiTKTiTlpn 
alldan~aualy!3iaofthe~~oftheplanw~;clrrade 
amidocmmtedfafpllblicrwlew. lhissrnnldevaluatlanreport 
wflldetenuinetbeneed~majoraamdmmtorzwision. meneed 
forlldnor.anraKhRltand~- isrPadema~thdngbasis 
dmrngeuemmlmtalanal~0f~jectplsns. 

cantin;uousspecialrmoitoringaud~~wlllbeneededto 
deu?Indne~landsarenotbeing~~or~0f 
-to* xemmmdatiofdleplan. nleevalua~wFu 
alsoincludeadetelndnatialastoa~~acti~to~ 
evQtual stalxls change. Amuxdofnmitorhgactiau and 
ew3lmticnfhdlngswUlbemMainedatthe resaaceareaand 
dIiseict offices. 

HOW THE PROPOSED PLAN WAS 
SELECTED 

Thepmeosed~wasdevelopedfranAlternativeeDandEandplbYc 
iqutbytheDistrictManager,AneaManager,TeanIeaderandteam 
m&zmIheplaahasbeenrmiewdandapgrovedbytbeSta~ 
Dhctor. Ihe pnqosed plan wt~i-=JP==-plbllc 
i.lpltCnthedraftM/EIS. 
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OPTIONS AND ALTERNATIVES 
CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED 
FROM DETAILED ANALYSIS 
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SUMMARY DESCRIPTION AND 
COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES 

Vejptath 

Gra?dng-539oacreslyear 
Farestry-25acredyear 
- Ikvebpmt - 34045 acm?s/yt3ar. 

1.Laudstatus 

EM OElC?Xl3 
4,390 acres 

NPS l2oaaEs 
RlbliC 

cxatem - 
7,400 acns 

Rivate 
(Pvt./- - 

4,850 acres 

FlJliMc d/or R-hate - 4,955 acres 
spt?cificRedew l8,235acref3 

2. Access 

3.wudufeHabiQlt 

3l,85OacrespbUclymaweprltomaintainor~wildlife 
habitat. 

Sinae9OiXI?ZSOf exceuent d good potential habitat less than 
AltemativeAdUbederFederalorD(XJccntithis 
alternativeisdy~~ylessbeneficialtothewildlife 
reaarce. 

2,010 acres avaaabhforharvest~thed- 
CUt. 15,470 acres open to umlted l-arveating, plAmrily 
sslvag. 306cmdsperyearcalldbealt. 

5.LivestcckG?zaziq 

5,385acms leased, 3,505 ofdd.chwxlld be disped of, 13,520 
acreswoddmnainopentoappllcation,and2,25Oacresdof3ed. 

6.MerQuallty 

Ialblicfloodpl;rinearepall9oacres. nlerefxaildbe 
anadverselmpactmloo-duetodisposdL. Riuutial 
pxhlms hpmved on 16,250 aaes. 'Ihere cadd be ixxxmsd 
p~al24oacresduetodisposal. lklnidpalwatensheds 
federallyprotectedm6,82Oacres. 'Iherecauldbean~ 
bpactm28Oauxsduetodiqmal.NocdgniBcant~~ 

8. Soil 

9. Aglialltural use 

24,83Oaaw1withlowpotentialwouldbeclosedm~cultural 
US& 

10. wildfire 

cQoPe=~~ l3gremmtswouldptectallacreswithwlldfire 
pXe&al (Le., Frmt Range) lmtil land status chml&?a an2 
msde. 24,300-inidallyneedtobelmderagteements. 

l2.opelspsce 

l5,560 acrea in the FraYliz lbr@E muld be maintained as open 
space.280~~oPm~~walldbedisposed0fwlth 
eduset3qec~to advemily affect the open space value. 

l4.l?B!reatid~rtuli~ 

80acresofsPrNpotentialwillPImvi&mopporturities.530 
acm3ofsPMpotantialwxllpddeRNoPPorhmid.es. 

l5. (3ikmal 

l+Lnhl degLadation. 

16. Palemtokgic Values 

6Oacresofhi$lpo@mlal,l5Oau-esoflaw, 
dalbtful potEsltial ImiLd be adversely affectd. 

17.Geologic FWxresandW 

No hpscts. 

18. Locatable Mbrals 

zId44Oaa-esof 

FWiC land favorability rating 49.2 Percent after status 
~miF&s' &= acres avdahleand14,53O~clo5edinthe 

. 

!?uharfe estate favorabiJity rating 48.7 Penxnt. 221,870 
acm3avaUableand9&?80acn33closed. 
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(continued) 

F¶lliLtc lad fawrabUty rating 23.3 percent after status 
changles. l5,llo acres open and 2l,!Bo acEa t5losed in tb 
interim. 

subsluface estate mty rating 49.7 pement. 231,370 
~opQaud81,260acm3closKl. 

20. bsl. 

$ilbmhx eetae -ty rating 82.3 pl?ItQt. 273,530 
tSCLX!S~dll,6OO-rrrlpnaahla. 

Roces4mams+waseba8is. 

26.FubIichfomaion 

slight ilmmase. 

27. Unauthorized Use 

(laseby-case-• 

28. Ekaauks 

FubUclandopntoappUcatim36Oaaw3. IlXdSIldReglxmal: Indhctanddirectenplcrymentrpigtd 
iIlcmseby250-mpeapleifcoalisdevelaped. otkrac~ 

2l.Qil.and&S wuiLdhavecmlyminoraffectulepqiLaymentaadlocal 
ml==. 

Fuhlic lad favombmty rating 55 pelcelt. 17,210 aaea 
leasableaIld34OB-. Irmigdficant j.mpcts on natimal values. 

NOlYE: Refertospecifkimpactmaly&h&apterIVfordeHled 
-. 
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CHAPTER III 
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

See draft REo?IEIS, pages 13 thragh 25 for the description of the 
Affected Em&mrmmt. 



CHAPTER IV 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

See the draft l?M/EIS, pages 25 through 41 for envirummtal 
c-s of the alternatives (Athrou& E). 

DCM acquisition and intensified 
wildlife managemnt. 205 

215 
307 
312 
314 
316 
503 
50s 
902 

Errata: Page 25, Nuder 4: should re& "recreation or other public 
purpose:' 

Page 29, Tinber arxI Firemod Alternative A the secomI 
sentetwe: 15,440 should read 15,470. 

Pag 30, Livestock Graz* %ote:( sb~ld be nwed up the 
pagem&rTi&erandFimmod,AlternativeE. 

Mw and reservoir caqany acquisition 
dcmtirauedreservoirarvlassociated 
wildlife managmmt. 

301-304 
306 
308 
3l3 

Page 3l, Tables IV-22 and 23, titles should read Acms 
Disposedof byAlternative&emtheExpected Qmqe inUse 
Quid Cause Adverse Inpacts. 

DWR ard reservoir caqtany acquisition 
~contimedreservoiramIassociate.d 
wildlife mamgemmt. 

Page 32,OpenSpace, fourthparqrq'h first senteme:Table 
INO shaildreadTebleIV-28. 

309 

Page 39, Local and Regional Inpacts, fourth paragraph first 
senw: "Alaqesrea... alternatives C,D, ard E." 
should read ". . . alternatives C amI D." 

310 Private acquisition and contimed 
riparianhabitat. 

Reservoir caqany acquisition and 
contimedresemoir. 

Add: Pag 34, Minerals, new paragraph before beatable Minerals. 305 
Specific emulative iqact assesrmmt and mnsgmnt on a 311 
watershed or subwatershed basis am dane w&n actual 317 
pmposeddevelopoentsindicatetheneed.'Ihis~willbe 1OOl 
incorporated into eIlVirollWnta1 assesmmtts duriq 1002 
applicationprocessiq+ 3l5 

INTRODUCTION 
4al 
9aL 
906 

502 

Private acqulslti aid llmldentlal 
wt. 

kklmwparagraph: Forthepzpose of analysis a certaincharge in 
clmsrshipandendusewas~red. lhef0llowirgaswnptions~re 
mde a impact analysis. 

504 Managepent unit 

ml &2Ol 
203 & 2OG 
206- 208 
210 64 211 
213 & 214 
216 - 224 
402- 501 
505 
90% 

DispositimandEnlUse 

Rivateacquisitionandmtinwd 
raq@mI. 506 

a04 
al.3 

507 

509 

Division of Wildlife @t&I) ur Division 
of Parks andOutdoorRecreation 0XIYRI 
acquisition amI intensified wildlife 
ad recmtion m-t. 

209 20 

5Ll&s.l2 212 Private acquisition and cawers ion to 
cmpland. 

513 

5l4 & 6Ql 
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602h603 Vegetative disturbawe inacresofpubliclandperyear. 

, 

6145 5865 5090 5855 5855 5855 
A B C D E PP 

604-606 

7cn 

702 

8tn6I802 
805-trio 
8l4-821 

Rivate aayisith ad chqe to 

FigzLe Plan far - to 
USES, state, local g!mermmts, ad 
phivate; mix offhlusea, frm 
CadmEd l#imand to ?rtzddmtial 
developpent. 

LAND STATUS 803 
905-907 

al&a2 
seethdraft~/Ers,pegc!25aIld26for~tsuaderAltexuati~ 
A thmq& E. 

903 
909 
9lO 

9l3 
1. EM-perpelml Oi3CIES 

-forepecifiC~andUl~~~ 

to amthr catqory 8,235acres 
lkanaf~totheusFs by(lmgnYP 

acth No.PL98-484 an 
October 17, 1984. 

2.Ikleral~m~-Na~park~ l2oacms 
-FoIestsedce 4,390 * 

subtod 4,!ilo 

3. PUbliCdisposal- 7,400 - 
VEGETATION 

4. Privatedisposel- 4,850 aurea 
SeetkdraftRW5,~25forbpctsmderAltematl~A 
W E. 5. l4tXidplhllCd/Orprlvatediepoeal- 4,955 acrm 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Seed-E 

Farestaming- 25am?sofpubliclaud~witb 
stam3 cllmges. 

Public and/or 
Private Disposal 

Specific Review 

18 



Federal or Public Federal or Public 
Acquisition Acquisition 

Private Acquisition Private Acquisition 

7.52 9.85 1.22 4.30 1.38 
A B C D E FP 

8eethedraftlwm8 
AthraghE. 

,page 26ard27 for~tsuderAltermtives 

No new access reds wre identified. Disposal would redwe the 
exist* access to appmtimately 7,330 axes. Inthel~temthe 
*es in status to other public entities shculd imrease plblic 
access 88 the new managgzrs develop mads, trails, and -ts. 
'Ihem may eventually be as nuch ss 23,000 acres with high public 
value open to public access as a result of the pmposed land status 
ChWW This makes the pmposed planmst favorable fmm the 
access viwint. 

lwential 
k&able Nmksirable 

Fxistiq Fublic Access 

R&aid 7,330 1,140 8,470 
Lost 120 2,480 2,600 

Nonexistinp Access 

0 0 

Not Needed 
Retained 19,760 740 
Lost 

Total 

Therewx~ldhe 7,330 acts withhigh public value 
prwided. 

&k!res that will have public Bccess -. 
of access is not mflectedbygr~h. 

Total 

0 

20,500 
5,610 

37,180 

with public access 

Futuredevelqment 

rl r l c 

7,450 12,420 7,210 8,340 6,920 
A B c D E FT 

WILDLIFE HABITAT 
SeethedraftEpp/EIs,~27throu&29forj1rqmc~under 
Almtlw A thmu& E. 

lh ptmgnqh 20 am- the thw aal- with " . . . i?iuws 
olltaMeof5od~or- valley fllmrs, which an? 
pmtected by the lmmllmty criteria." 

Eb&Uent Good Fair Rm Total 

liqmtant HabItat 16,050 ll,420 6,280 160 33,910 
Gen?n?l Ihbitat 0 250 zz!E! 80 3,1&o 

16,050 ll,670 9,130 240 37,090 

Eotential 
Eballent Good Fair Total - P 

Impmmt Iuitit l5,290 XI,730 5,590 0 3l,610 
ckeral Ibbitat 

RewlEd 0 0 I60 80 240 
Total J-S=) 10,730 5,750 80 3l,850 
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LIVESTOCK GRAZING 

See the draft F@P/EIS, page 30 and 31 for inpacts umber Alterantives 
A thmugh E. 

1 26,210 j 25,740 1 18,840 1 2lJ80 1 21,380 1 26,020 
A B C D E PP 

TIMBER AND FIREWOOD 

ReLeial 

270 1,740 0 2,olo 
1,-J 14,390 0 15,740 

140 320 430 890 
Total 1,760 16,450 430 lW@ 

pbtential 
%!I! - Mediun Total 

I%sMged Forest LQ30 7,160 100 8,290 (44X) 

Graziq will contime until disposal occurs within the 2year 
notification made by this plan. Grazing my cmtirue mkr the new 
omxs. The followiq table summizes graziqgleasesuntil disposal. 

Potential 
Nale Lw Moderate Total 

After the land tetnm adjustments the following chaqes in grazing 
useorapportmitiesareexpected. 

DispoEd of to 
amnfmst 
entity 

Total 
730 9,290 

1,760 16,450 
330 
430 

10,350 (56xl) 
18,640 

Colds of tinber likely to renain available for cuttiq per year in 
the interim9 

. 
c 

.380 380 230 257 257 306 
A B C D E PP 

spedficREwieu 
(- 1,8@ 
-leased) 

Total 

Of the 27,050 ama 

0 

0 

240 

0 

7,540 

0 
7,780 

740 

2,760 

800 

240 

800 

280 

I20 

2,760 

980 

3,800 

1,270 

9,720 

2,200 18,240 
4,5lo 37,0!90 

tnbegra&intheinterimoramopento _~ 
grazing,2,25Oacms (8pe1w1t)willbeclaeedtogrezingaa a 
n?8ultofdispods. Addi~~docaIrmthespecific 
Ixxl.ew~aa~disposalsalade,butthe~1,84o-wlll 
moE&llkelycaltiolretobegranxL 

14 12 21 14 14 19 
A B C D E PP 

20 
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WATER QUALITY, FLOODPLAINS, 
AND SOURCES 

AllsevwllaMRmleer t3olmmw-ul~illphllcalmersMpand 
der pm w.fthh state law. 

SOIL EROSION 

Frmb~Area 850 0 
Qiu-cal/w 0 0 
Ibk!rate 3.930 n 
Sl2lhWSlight 
TOtd 

520 
520 

AGRICULTURAL USE 

open-o* 0 6,710 6,7lO 
cLasedtoApplicatial 7,780 22,600 30,380 
TOtd 7,780 29,X0 3,090 

lhei3llomtofhpotendallandopenedbyplrlvatedispoealis5,55o 
acmsrmultiqginapaekdiqmaltotdof12,260ac.rmavaila& 
for sglzbilm use. 

Acres closed to &.cultural use. 

n 
loo j 23.090 I 100 27,570 
A B C D 

c 

27,570 24,830 
E PP 

WILDFIRE 
see the ddt RP/'EIS, pge 32 for inpacts under Alternatives A 
thnx& E. 

Aczes to be protected urder an official cooperative agreemnt. 

20,630 14,190 2,620 13,590 None 18,240 
A B C D E PP 
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PRESCRIBED BURNING 
See the draft I@P/EI!& w 32 for inQacts mder Alterantives A 
through E. 

Fkderalktelltial 
orWlIcAcq&itim 7,870 9,840 5,130 22,840 

R-oposed Plan 

private 6,100 2,760 5,390 14,250 
Total 13,970 12,600 10,520 37,090 

Sam as Alternative E. 

'lhexe is M difference betwen the alternatives and the proposed 
plannzganlingprescribedbumi~. 

ItIe 14,250 acIw 08.4 peroent) of pI%Me illlmx8t dbpoeal 
t3cpfxted to ccaxr my have the saenic qualiw de@aded by 
developpent* 'Ihe nzmddng 22,840 acsa (61.6 pm&> can be 
CZXjE?CtitOhthesceniC#typteCted. 

OPEN SPACE 
See tk draft RMp/ElS, pg 32 for m tnxler Almnativea A 
thmugh E. Acres adversely affected. 

jla2lnjilU D E PP L 2 330 
A 
n 2250 

B 
5,110 
C Acres of open space disposed of end likely developed to the 

detrimntofopenspiace. 

RECREATION OPPORTUNITIES 

-T r 
I1 Tao-. 

1,030 1,800 

1 440 , 440 , 280 , 
A B C D E PP 

I I I 1 

Rxentisl 
RN R u !lIur& - m v 

SeNM 280 0 0 0 0 280 
SPM 80 10,250 0 0 0 10,330 
RN 0 530 13,230 0 0 13,760 
R 0 0 40 IL520 0 lu6o 

SCENIC QUALITY ’ 
See the draft lW'/ETS, page 32 for impacts u-&r Almnativea A 
U E- - U 0 0 0 0 

360 
1,160 1;160 

Total 10,780 13,270 Xl.,520 1,160 37,090 

After the land status -13 the follmtngacm3wXU remain 
avaXlahleformxeatimandthesetting~. 

Ihe imxim Imnagm&ofthevlwrdl- wullmintainthe 
pn?selt senic quality. The dedgnated rsE~tclassesarebesed 
onthepotentialvRMclass. 

Rzeelltial 
z33lM sm RN R U!lYJlW - - -- 

Federal 
RetentiQl 
afFUbUC 

Aay.lMtial 360 7,840 ll,740 10,860 580 3lJ80 

pbtential 
II III - E 

Interim-t 
cLassaa-es 23,970 l2,600 10,520 37,090 
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hs prwid* mxeational opportmities ina settiqjless than 
iw potential. 

9,760 6,270 15,050 r 1,690 1 1,690 j-6107 
A B C D E .PP 

CULTURAL 

MHPSites- 3,040 
stawlaxl sitea - 8,770 
Lindted site3 - 990 
Higbhtmtial- 20,030 
l.mIRotsltial- 4,260 

Total 37,090 

Ewilic 320 3,270 ai 8,670 1,340 l3,600 
0 0 2,090 2,920 5,250 

Review 2,720 750 0 5,500 
990 

9,270 
qzi-6 

18,240 
Total 3,040 8,770 20,030 37,090 

PALEONTOLOGIC 

ClassIa - 0 
clafJf3Ib - 800 
clasl3II - 7,570 
ClassIn- 28,730 

Total =,m 

l3xential 
aassIa (=LassIb ClassII classIII T.urAL 

Prlvatewt 0 
hE43iChtl.al. 
or mining) 

60 I50 440 650 

Acxe8likelytobedverselyiqacted. 

210 950 
A B 

950 560 560 650 c 
C D E ET 

GEOLOGIC FEATURES AND 
HAZARDS 

MINERALS 

SeetbdraftRbP/ES,pages34thmu&36forthln~tionto 
lnlmral impact amlyKLs. 
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Feilityratirg (pen2ent) for the pblic land d subsurface ad 
estatecahidafterldstatusc~s. 

0 I30 0 I.3 
18,270 860 3,300 22,430 

cla3ed 2,600 2&F 9,450 14,530 
Total 20,870 3,470 12,750 37,090 

Ihead.ysisisthesamasAltematlveD. 

0 40 0 40 
10,540 330 0 10,llo 

0 2&l 0 280 
Tatal 10,540 650 0 ll,l90 

RaJltial 
!l!!& MO&rate TOM 

0 3,020 100,270 103,290 
CmcenlArea 28,140 63,700 49,300 14l,140 
ched 2,600 28,700 74,550 lo5,850 

Total 30,740 95,420 224,120 350,280 

Ihecambizledfarvorabillty,whi&willbetbe&tofthe~ 
&ul,is 2.80. 'IhelmsdlMlrestrlctianresulta himbdexof 1.45 
and the miIlhm 4.34. me final favmabmty mpwents 46.7 
pem3ltoftbeavauaue~rarlge. 

T 
,4;6,4;6(:4 I 471464, 467 

D' E' p;l 

!ztumbEm 

SeethedraftIW/EIS,pqd6forhpactsuxkrAlternati~A 
th=& E. 

Ramtisl 
Moderate kRv Total 

40 3lO 3,470 3,824) 
CQcernh 9,540 13,930 400 2J,m 
cLcx3ed 1,120 1,930 6,350 9,400 
Total 10,700 16,170 10,220 37,090 

R3tential 
mderate Lav Total 

0 340 2,460 2,800 
cmcerrlh 4,400 7,660 240 12,300 
clo5ed 6,300 8;l80 7,5Lo 2l;990 
Total 10,700 lW?o 10,zLo 37,O?IO 

lhe ffxvcability index would be 2.% d-lid-l is 23.3 pJement 
lllmza~ofthe~~.lhisisalmosthalfas~ 
al3the~exTedalte~tive,butlYy~the~tsubwrrfaae 
estatetothepuhliclsndareathefalloDdsgrt?sults: 

Ra!ndal 
Moderae Im Total 

2,890 2U@ 84,790 108,320 
cmcemh 53,900 46,870 37,390 138,160 
cLoI3ed 14,380 47,350 41,QO 103,240 
Total 71,170 ll4,860 163,690 349,720 
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Favorability ratirg (percent) for the public lard and subsurface 
estate&inedafterl~statuschaqes. 

47.7 46.7 47.7 46.6 46.6 46.6 
A B C D E PP 

Seethed&tRMP/E&pq+36and37forimpactemkrAltemat.l~~~ 
A thmu& E. 

SarmeasAbrmtiveE. 

OIL AM) GAS 

See the draft l’W/EXS, page 37 for inpacts under Alteznatives A 
thmgh E. 

Changes: Arecentchange in policy cm-the definitionof the 
m&table b lease) category requires the tables cnrd analysis to 
chmge. See chapter 11 for further description of the policy change. 

Table IV-52 ami analysis remain the sauz: 

!a!! 

105,500 
39,m 
2,730 
6,9f33 

m?2ntia1 
Moderate 

8l,9lO 
11,230 

480 
160 

Total 

204,580 
80,670 
5,050 

37.640 
Unsuitable 0 520 -480 1;OOO 
Total 154,790 %3(x) 79,850 328,940 

'Ihe favorability imkx for this situation is 8.69. Mininun mess 
restrictions (all stambxd) xmuld rate an index of 9.35, &reas 
llkminm restrictks (all unsuitable) it&x weld be 2.34. 
Therefore, the subsurface estate designations for all alternatives 
repxesenta 90.6penxntutilizationofavailabledecisimrarge. 

Table IV-53 and analysis for public land mder Alternatives A aml C 
shourdbe: 

mmtial 
L!if& Moderate Total 

St&d 1,260 2,930 2,040 6,230 
seasonal 690 140 2,430 3,260 
Yearlag 7,720 280 0 8,m 

0 0 19,260 19,260 
ksuitable 40 0 -300 -340 
Total 9, no 3,350 24,030 37,090 

'lhe favorability index of 6.11 can be calculated fran this table. 
Mininun restrictions weld rate an irxlex of 9.11, snd m&mu 2.26. 
?he decision rarge utilized is 56 penxnt. 

Mini% subsurface and public land the favorability index is 
8.55. Mininun restrictias rate an index 9.34 arri maximxn 2.34. 
This results in a 89 percent utilization of the decision range. 

mential 
!i!f& Moderate Total 

Standard 1,020 2,930 1,880 5,830 
590 140 2,430 3,160 

Yearlong 7,940 280 0 83’3 
I.20 0 19,420 19,540 

lilsultahle 40 0 -300 -340 
Tatel 9,no 3,350 SQ30 37,090 

%efavmabili~bdexfortbealternativesandthepmpowzdplan 
is 6.06. Withddnunad nmxInunYalues 9.14 md 2.28 mpectlve, 
thedec.Monrangeutil&edis55.0percent. 'IhismpmaentsaiLya 
1.0 pzelt ItEdlwction in favmabmty al 37,O!Jo acrw. 

pbtelldal 
!!aL Moderate Total 

Stdd 106,52Q %M 19,050 210,410 
&lfJO IL,370 32,270 83,830 

Yearlarg 10,140 760 1WJ 12,740 
7,060 160 49,940 57,lm 

titable -570 520 -780 lj870 
Total -L=J 97,650 103,fm 366,030 

‘Jhe favm&lity rating is 8.54. Midnun access restrictions 
6aadaldl wdd rateankdexof 9.34, and lmxinm restrictials 
h8lf3uitable)wouldlle2.34. medeaigoa~~tinanaverall 
88.6penmt utilkatiofthe avaUa&~nmge. This 
f&lowathereiam~~(~~y.4~t)chsngein 
mty betmel alternativea. 

Favorability ratiq (percent) for the public land and subsurface 
estate cadkxxl after land statuschsqgzs. 

R9,t-l 88-6 89.0 88.6 88.6 88.6 

25 



AIR QUALITY PUBLIC INFORMATION 

See the Draft E&P/E& page 37 for irqacts under Alternatives A seethedraftM/Els,~ 38forbpactsu.lderAlternatiw?a 
thmgh E. U E- 

Proposed Plan Proposedm 

Se as Alternative E. Sap3leasAlbmativeE. 

There is m difference in expected impxts between the alternatives !J.hemisnodiffezpncein~tedimpectsbetween*alternativt?s 
ad the proposed plan. ~*plppasedw* 

UNAUTHORIZED USE 
ROADS AND TRAILS SeethedraftW/~,~ 38foriqactsmderAlternativesA 

U E. 
See the draft IW/ElS, psge 37 for iqacts m&r Alternatives A 
through E.. 

Proposed Plan 

Sam as Alternative E. 

Them is 1~) diffexeme in expected impacts betwen the alternatives 
mdthepmposedplan. 

PESTS 
See the draft lMP/EIS, m 37 for impacts mder Almmatives A 
througfi E. 

ECONOMICS 
see the draft l3wErs, pa.@ 38 ad 39 for impacts under 
AltemativtzsAtzlm~~&E. 

'Iheimpactsnmikingfruuthepmpoeedplanareexpectedtobethe 
sameasthmeinAlternatbeE,exceptforthefol&xkg 

1.bcaland~fuelmodsaleiq7actsarees~tiat 
$2,2l8 tamally. Natimal fuelwood vahxs are extimated at $6,120 
-Ye 

2.Ic4~l~~qg&nal~e~tingimpects,ifallspecFfic 
review habitat is lost, wniI.d range frun $L4,192 to $L8,%1 
lnnludly. Ni3tialslTlElhesrelatedmhull~,~~dbelost 
if all habitat cm specific LEview lands VEIe lost, ranges fran 
$21,392 to $27,239aImually. 

USE AUTHORIZATIONS 
See the draft IW/EIS, page 38 for iqacts umber Alternatives A 
through E. 

Proposea Plan 

Sare asAlternativeE. 

lhere is m differeme in expected iqacts be- the alternatives 
ad the pmposed plan. 

SOCIOLOGY 
SeethedraftRIWEE,~ 39atrl4Oforimpactsunder 
AlmtiwAwE. 
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CHAPTER V 
CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

PREPARERS ~-----~prlchard 
-wt BS-Fiaheries,l2pearsOfeXped 

see the drsftRMP/las for th?Ystof pIqafw& ust of pllbllc 
alit-, a chromlogy of public paaicipetion activitdea, and 
dleILw.iLtsoftheamsistency~priortothiadoamlmt. 

lhisfhalRMP/EISdocumtwaspqaredbyateamofspecMists 
withexpertisein- fidds. TaliLeHlistat&hdMdmls, 
tMrtith,ba&gmml,andmpmaibilities. 

able v4 

w ---- 

IntemGcl~TeamMembers 
s&&gy ---- 

projp&p&qp------ 

T-TAnrlpr -------- 

acpadm--- 

Editiag---------- 

I&vidIhllock 
NamralResameSpecULiH 
BsFoIeatLy, 9 years of expIience 

-a---- 

ElhrRusb 
CleIlc lypist 
bllege Business, 16 years of exp&eme 

Realty------ 

Wlldllf=----- 

-FredricJ.Atham 
Historian 
BA, Mi,and Ph.DHistory, 
14 years of experhce 

Water - - - - - - 

Afihaeologic-JbBeardsley 
-t 

Soils - - - - - - 

V,8qnearsof=w’-== 

Forestry---Marycarl 
Fom&er 
BS+oIx!stry,5yean3ofercperieDce 

-%P&---- --Mitchi!l3bd& 
lt!lldlife 

tibald Watson 
G&3gi.st 
BS-Geology,8yearsofexperience 

l4owad werts~ 
liydmlogist 
BS+IatersMManagetrent 
19yearsofexpeIience 

ErnieWssswick 
Soil Scientist 
BC++mcmy,28yearsof~rim 
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
. 
1. 

Table*2 is a sdwdule of public participatico activities ske the 
draft=/m. 

Table V-2 
Mlic Participation Activities 

ApK.il19S4 The draft RkP/EI!? ms mailed to eweqom an the 
area msilim list, openi- the 9O-day ce 
pXiOd. 

Jim 4-7, 1984 fiblic heariqs we= held inKicwa, Ft. Collins, 
central city, amlkmer, colarado. 

July 17, 1984 Maetirg held with the State of ColoraIo, 
Deppt of Naturallksolmes. 

July 23, 1984 cla3iQ@lteof9waycomIe!ntpeLiod. 

Afterpublicationamldistributionofthis finalRMP/EIStbwe is a 

IqAemntattian of the pmpceed plan is subject to project specific 
envimrmntalmalysiswhichisopentoplblic involvemnt. 

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON 
THE DRAFT RMP/EIS 

Al1wittenandpub1icheariqCxxmmts alzinc1udedinthissection 
with xespams bytk StateDimctor. We thank all those who 
alhuitted caments or testified at the publichwirgs caCerninS 
the luQ/EIs. 

ROBERTA L. ANDERSEN 
*w--u.. --ma. 

July 20, 1904 

Nr. Frank Young 
District Manager 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGgMRNT 
Northeast Bcsource Area Office 
Denver Federal Ceutcr. Bltig. 41 
Denver, CO 80225 

Dear Frank: 

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on the Northeast Resource 
Area Draft Resource Nanagement Plan. Aa a mcmbar of the Canon City District 
Advisory Council, I feel l epccially privileged to have had * tour of portions 
of the raeourca aru to riw some of the management probleu first-had. 
I am especially kprerad with the amount of time you bave spent in public 
participation activities leading up to the draft document, and hope that 
the public fully appreciates that you have nearly 4 years in the plwing 
with more montha to come befora a final environmental impact etatememt 
and resource management plan are ieeued. 

Because of the land allocation pattern in the Northeast Resource 
Area, with the inherent management problama auchallocatiou pattern 
presenta, I support your preferred Alternative E. This alternative 
allous the BLW maximum flaxibiliy in promoting logical land eauhaugea 
and sales to block up management areas in the Northeast RA. The only 
way logical management can occur is if you have maximum flexibility. It 
is always possible that a logical agency will refuse your offer of a land 
exchange to block up management opportunity; should that occur you need 
to be able to exercise other options. Choosing another alternetive 
contained in the draft plan uould tie you dour. 

I especially eppreciete the time you devoted to displaying the 
sub-surface evaluation information. IZuergy and minerals are obviously 
important to the resource l r-. end too often no (or minImal) mention ia 
made of geologic favorability and opportunity for access vhere favorability 
is good. Shoving your methodology in Appendix A ehoue that you carefully 
considered subsurface values in your analysis. 

lhanka again for the opportunity to rieu some of the problems and 
to work with you during thie planning cycle. I look forvard to seeing 
the final document. 

Sincerely yours, 
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Amksen,RobertaL. 
ND resparse mcessary. 

Planning Division 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OYA”A DwrIICT CORPS OF LNOINICIS 

eo14 US. POST QrrlCC AN0 CO”IT”O”SF 
OYA”A. NFsR*sx* 6.101 2 

July 23, 1984 

Mr. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
10200 West 44th Avenue a222 
Wheatridge. Colorado 80033 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review your Draft Northeast Area 
Resource Management Plan and EIS. Cur comments are as follows. 

Any “se authorization, which will be processed on a case by case basis, 
and any future access road that involves placing fill material (permanent or 
temporary) into a river, natural lake, or wetland, will .require a permit 
pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. When project plans are COR- 
pleted. they should be sent to the Cmaha District Regulatory Functions Branch, 
P.O. Box 5, Cmaha, Nebraska 68101 for detailed review of permit requirements. 

Sincerely, 

Gerard E. M&k ’ 
Acting Chief, Environmental 

Analysis Branch 
Planning Division 

2. 

es Department of the 
No Ym3paMe mcessaxy. 



At~lkRknfhIdCemomy Oovemment Aeta~iens 
555 S.rentemlh Slrl 
DmrW. Colorado 50202 
bkPhem 202 575 7577 

Public Lands 3 
July 19, 1984 

Mr. Prank Young 
Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
10200 West 44th Avenue 1222 
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033 

Re: Northeast Resource Area, Colorado 
Resource Management Plan and 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Atlantic Richfield Company appreciates the 
opportunity to comment on the Northeast Resource Area 
Draft Resource Management Plan and Environmental 
Impact Statement. 

Atlantic Richfield Company has both oil and gas and 
coal interests in the Northeast Resource Area. Our 
oil and gas interests include federal, state and 
private leases in Management Areas 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
Although our property holdings are extensive, we are 
not adversely affected at this time by your preferred 
alternative. 

We appreciate the efforts you have gone to in 
analyzing the effects of your actions on oil and gas 
development and, as a member of the Rocky Mountain 
Oil and Gas Association, support your use and display 
of the Energy Matrix System in the document. We feel 
that the utilization of the matrix reduced the number 
of conflicts we have with your plan. 

Sincerely, 

-@@-By 
Peter 8. Briggs 

3. 

AtlanticBichfieldC@my 
No reapofme tEcessa~* 

144 South Dexter 
Denver, CO a0222 
April 26, 1981 

Mr. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
10200 West 44th Avenue, #222 
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033 

Dear Mr. Young: 

I have reviewed the Northeast Resource Area RMP/DEIS with 
particular regard to its impact on recreational opportunities. I agree 
with you that the impacts on recreational opportunities are minimal 
for all alternatives, although I do not like to see the erosion of Semi- 
Primitive Motorized (Potential) into Roaded Natural (Management) as 
much as would be done by Alternative C or A. 

The preferred Alternative E seems to offer considerable advantage 
with regard to other issues, and I am particularly struck by the fact 
that management costs under the preferred alternative would shrink 
by 67 percent. Because this is all accomplished at no real price 
insofar as diminished recreational opportunity, I endorse your 
selection of Alternative E as preferred. 

Yours truly. 

&%ikgj&/ 
E. Fred Birdsall 

CITY OF BOULDER, COLORADO 

Hay 24, 1983 

Bureau of Land Management 
Attention: David Hallock 
PO Box 311 
Canon City, Colorado 81212 

Dear Mr. Hallock: 

The ELM Draft Management Plan has been circulated to the 
City of Boulder Water Utilities and Parks departments, and has been 
reviewed by this department. 

The Cfty Open Space program is concerned about the management 
anddisposftionof land In decision area 1606 which roughly described is 
40 acres in the SE% NW+. Section 25. Township 1 South, Range 71 West. 
This land is the subject of a larger applicatfon by the Boulder County 
Parks and Open Space program. The 40 acres in Section 25 is surrounded 
on three sides by Cfty owned Open Space lands and adjoins State of Colorado 
park land to the south. 

Accordfng to our Utilities Dfrector. the six decision areas 
delineated in your management zone 66 do not appear to directly effect 
water utilities ownerships. 

The Cfty Parks department is reviewing the plan and thefr 
coauaents wfll be forthcomfng. Our staff review of this proposal indicates 
the potentfal for Parks concerns in the following decision areas: #601-- 
may effect City owned property known as "Buckingham Park" and located along 
Left Hand Creek fn Sections 26, 27. and 28. Township 2 North, Range 71 West. 
Y604--effects Cfty owned "Boulder Mountain Parks". This includes land in 
Sections 13. 14. 23 and 24. Townshfp 1 South. Range 70 West for whfch your 
map show5 ELM mfneral ownership. The land fn the Es SE% Sectfon 11. Township 
1 South, Range 71 West which is shown as BLM surface ownership on your map 
was conveyed to the City of Boulder in August of 1912 by U.S. Patent Number 
528150. #602 and 603--additional research would be required to determine 
City ownership in these areas. 

We wfll appreciate being kept informed of your management review 
process. 

Page -i- 

Delani Wheeler. Property Agent 
Real Estate/Open Space 

bps 
cc: Robert Helmick, Boulder County Land Use 

John Krukoff, Boulder County Parks and Open Space 
Roger Hartman, Cfty of Boulder, Water Utilities 
Hike Segrest. Cfty of Boulder, Parks 
James C. Crain, Cfty of Boulder, Real Estate/Open Space 

5. 

Boulder, City of 
lhe Reposed Plan mm includes Unit 606, Bcmlder Creek; Unit 
604,KosslerL&e;andUnit601,Left&nd creek as available 
for disposal to a public w because irqortant public values 
e?tistonthelads. 

eansfer of these lands could occur by mans of the Recreation 
d Public E+npoaes Act Sale or Lease, excm, fair market 
value sale, orother~~thodsthatmaybeca~ available. 

Yourquestions cm-the cwmrshipofthe E&J?&Sectim 11, 
T.lS., R7lW. pnqted us to check our recozds with the 
follw Iwulm: The lend in question was patented by U.S. 
Patent ?bber 528150 as to the surface estate only; the 
subswfaceestatewasretairredbytheFederalgmermmtas our 
mqw idicate. 

4. 

Birdsall, E. Red 
No response mcessary. 
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Frank Young. BLM 
Northeast Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center. Building 41 
Denver. CD 80225 

Dear Mr. Young: 

The purpose of this letter is to forward to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
recommendations adopted by the Boulder County Commissioners in response to the 
proposed Draft Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement of the 
Northeast Resource Area prepared by the Bureau of Land Management. 

The Boulder County Commissioner’s support Alternative E with adoption of the 
following recommendations June 19, 1984: 

From the Staff recommendation’s, public hearings, and initial comments from BLM, 
management units 602 (Ward) and 603 (Cold Hill) are going to require joint efforts 
from BLM, the County and those mountain communities involved to determine how 
those parcels can be best managed. Once the Management Plan/Environmental 
Impact Statement has been finalized, the County would like to meet with BLM to 
discuss the management approach to manaaement units 602 and 603. We would 
like to assist BLM In any way and be part of the process. 
you plan to undertake this task. 

Please notify us when 

54 Jo n Hinkelman 
Planner 

for 
to 

t3E 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

a. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

Boulder County requests that BLM specifically acknowledge, in writing, in 
the plan, the commitment to coordinate its planning.and management activities 
with local governments in Boulder County. 

Boulder County requests that BLM acknowledge the Boulder County 
Comprehensive Plan as the decision-making tool guiding land use decisions in 
Boulder County, and agree to conform to County zoning and subdivision 
regulations in the disposal or transfer af lands under its jurisdiction. 

Boulder County requests that specifics on how the USFS will administer and 
manage lands in Boulder County be included in the final plan. 

Boulder County requests that BLM set up “specific management areas” for 
the Ward and Cold Hill management units where parcels are badly 
fragmented. The “specific management areas” would be geared to address 
specific management problems of the local community, with involvement from 
BLM, the County and the local community. Specifically, access questions, 
timber management, fire protection, wildlife protection, water quality, water 
resources, open space and any other issues important to the local community 
or Boulder County and would be addressed on a case by case basis.’ 

Boulder County requests that any parcels targeted for disposal be clearly 
Identified on small scale, Maps (1 to 100 or 1 to 200) by BLh4. 

Boulder County would like to emphasize Goal 1 .I of the Comprehensive Plan 
which states, “The County should encourage and promote coordination and 
cooperation between Federal, State, and Local Governmental entities charged 
with making decisions which significantly affect land used in Boulder 
County4: and Policy 15.61 which states, *The County shall undertake and 
continue comprehensive dialogs with Federal, State. and local government 
agencies and departments having land use responsibilities to establish and 
intra and intergovernmental system for continuing planning activittes. The 
scope of such dialogs shall include but not be limited to the reassessment of 
existing referral processes, agreements on consultation procedures prior to 
policy amendments, agreements on exchange of information, discussion of 
possible joint studies on land use issues and integration of regulations 
wherever possible. Upon conclusion of these dialogs, the County may 
consider entering into cooperative land use planning contracts as permitted 
under CRS 29-20-19V. Finalization of this plan and its implementation offer 
an opportunity for such coordination. 

Boulder County has noted U.S. lot 172, Section 9. TIN, R71W a 12.7 acre 
parcel includes the Sunshine Cemetery which is a part of the Sunshine 
Historic District. 
the Fire District. 

Currently, the tract is being used by the community and 
Future management of the tract should be explored to 

preserve the Integrity of the area. 

Boulder County has received correspondence requesting disposal of BLM 
parcels within and contiguous to the Town limits of Ward. Boulder County 
recommends BLM explore this request. 

Boulder County recommends that management units 601, 602, Sections 9 and 
75 of 603. 604. 605. 606 be disposed of to Boulder County to be included 
Into Boulder County Parks and Open Space lands. 

Alternative D be adopted for management units 602 and 603 so in the event 
disposal occurs It can be done in a more timely manner. 

Boulder County recommends that any parcels to be disposed of include 
transfer of subsurface rights as well, to avoid any future conflicts with land 
uses. 

The District Forest Service office has indicated interest in selected disposal 
within the Ward and Gold Hill management units. 
adopted). 

(If alternative E Is 
If and when that occurs, the County would utilize the local 

procedure established for land exchanges or transfers under the Small 
Tracts Act. 
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MR. NEISIUS: David Carrack. 

7 
MR. CARRACH: t4y name is David Carrack. My 

address is P.O. Box 1575, Boulder, Colorado 60306. And I 

propoee a land exchange and/or direct purchase of ELM 

property for my own patented claims, all located in Section 

16, Township 1 North, 71 west of the sixth prime merldlan. 

The selected properties are, in order of 

priority, government lots, of the small lots or small tract 

type classification, No. 38. No. 37, a subdivision of lot 37, 

the north part of lot 37 contiguous with lot 36, lot 79, lot 

45, lot 108, lot 122. 

My proposed offered properties are those 

properties lying southeast of the Garobaldi lode, Mineral 

Survey No. 642, all properties lying southeast of that owned 

by me, namely, the British Empire, No. 16046, the same, No. 

5967, Great Eastern, No. 5949, ths Britannic, No. 15046; the 

Tamarron. NO. 15046, Prince of Wales, No. 15046, and that 

portion of the Little Melverna, No. 5967. 

I propose the BLM exchange those properties as 

selected properties for my offered properties, whereby BLM 

would convey both mineral and surface estates for the came 

from myself. Those properties offered are beyond the ones 

that -- beyond the direct acreage of exchange. 

I would like to purchase contingent on a real 

estate appraisal by the BLM. All of these properties 

selected are either contiguous to my property or enclosed by 

my property. 

My proposed exchange would benefit both 

parties, as the properties would be blocked or consolidated 

for the BLM and myself. 

All other properties by the BLM or managed by 

the BLM in section 16 and section 19, my preference would be 

for the preferred Alternative E, and to retain full mineral 

exploration possibilities on my property. 

Thank you. 

MR. NEISIUS: Thank you, Mr. Carrack. 

7. 

Chevron U.SA Inc. 
700 South Colorado Bhd.. P. 0. Box 5% Oenw. CO 80201 8 

Richard 1. ttughr 
Staff halvsl July 24, 1984 
!&,htin and R.&.mrv Affain 

Hr. Freak Young 
Bureau of Land Uenagement 
10200 Ucrc 44th Avenue, 1222 
Wheatridge, CO 80033 

Dear Ur. Young: 

Ae an oil and ga* producer, Chevroo ir incereclced in the approach BLM Resource 
Henagement Planr to take in considering the oil and gas resource. While there 
may be a number of waya eo consider oil and gas in the planning process, we 
believe the noat meaningful method6 are those which firat recognize the relative 
oil and gas potential and then conaider that po&nti.al in making aurfaee use 
deciaionr which might affect development of that potential. 

The BLM Washington Office recently circulated to State Directors Prog~em 
Specific Guidance for fluid mineral leasing inpue into UPS (Informaelon 
Bulletin 84-261 dated June 21, 1984). While we do not believe this ir a perfect 
ry#tem, nor ia any mystem likely to be perfect, thin system doea incorporate Lhe 
concept. diacursed above. Thus, ve wuld encourage you to use this ryetem in 
your final plan. 

Sincerely, 

RTH:md 

Central Region - Exploration. Land and Production 

a. 
cllevml U.SA. Inc. 

lheNE&BMP/EISdrafthcorpom~amimmlsratbgsystem 
~rporating sleologic PO-m and re8trictiaM al 
developnt,nzsultingina favombmw rating. !nlb system 
udlizesabetterrangeofpotentialandm3t7zictionsthanthe 
Infomition EkiUetin txferenced by you, end goes beyad the 
cmlprhmmatrixtoaueas.ilycanparablefavorabmtyindex 
nuuberforea&alternative.~analysisisdispla~on~ 
37 md expJAnd m psge 43, Appendix A., of the draft. 
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Courtly of Cleae Creek Q 
GEORGETOWN, COLORADO 3 

July 20, 1984 

Frank Young, Area Manager 
Northeast Resource Area, Bureau of Land Management 
Denver Federal Center, Building #41 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Dear Mr. Young: 

This iS to present written conunent from Clear Creek County on 
the draft Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Northeast Resource Area of BLM. The County is opposed to 
those provisions of the recommended Plan E which would transfer 
management of virtually all of the ELM lands in Clear Creek 
County to the U.S. Forest Service, and urges that these lands 
be classified in the final report for Special Review for the 
reasons noted below. 

Background 

Clear Creek County is unique among the 22 counties in the 
Northeast Resource Area in that a major portion, 82%, of the 
County is U.S. Forest. In addition much of the I-70 and U.S. 
40 corridors, west of the twin tunnels, is BLM land as shown 
on the Zone 8 map in the draft Plan. 

Clear Creek County has 14,645 acres of BLM land which 
exceeds 36% of the total BLM land in the Northeast Resource 
Area, even though the County is very small in comparison to 
virtually all the other 21 counties. Based on these data, it is 
apparent that much of the area of Clear Creek County which is 
important to economic development and could be used for readily 
accessible recreation, commercial, and residential expansion 
currently is BLM land. 

The economic situation in Clear Creek County has changed 
drastically since the development of the proposed Management 
Plan was undertaken in 1980. Closing of the AMAE molybdenum 
mine, which was the largest employer and source of tax revenue, 
led to the 14.5% unemployment figure (Table III-8 in the Plan), 
the highest of any county in the Northeast Resource Area. 
Assessed valuation in the County dropped from $209 million in 
1981 to $79 million in 1983, a further indication of the economic 
plight of the County. 

BYRON OUANELLA JAMES 0. LUCAS JOE HRUSKA 

OEOROE C. AUCOIN 

Frank Young 
July 20, 1984 
Page Two 

Clear Creek County has undertaken an economic development 
program, looking to develop other sources of income and tax 
revenue. Appropriate utilization of the BLM land in the I-70 
and U.S. 40 corridors, Management Units 804-821, could be a most 
important factor in the economic revitalization of the County. 

Conment 

Clear Creek County urges that the final Management Plan 
for the Northeast Resource Area place the 14,645 acres of BLM 
land in the County in the category for Special Review so that 
further assessment for best utilization and management of the 
lands can be made in concert with local entities. Additional 
comme.nts from several of those local entities are enclosed, 
highlighting some of the particular parcels in Management Units 
804-821 which are already known to be of specific interest. 
Other comments not yet available from local entities at the 
writing of this letter, will be submitted separately. 

It should be noted that all of the incorporated Towns, the 
Economic Development Corporation, the Recreation District, 
and the Colorado Historic Preservation Office also support the 
need for Specific Review of the BLM lands in the County. The 
added need is recognized for appropriate consideration for 
ultimate management of the "subsurface estate" in line with the 
comments from the Clear Creek County Metal Mining Association. 

Sincerely, 

Byron t? uanella, Chairman Pro Tern 
Board of County Commissioners 

copies: Senator Tom Glass 
Representative Jim Scherer 
County Planning Commission 
City of Idaho Springs 
Town of Georgetown 
Town of Empire 
Town of Silver Plume 
Clear Creek Metropolitan Recreation District 
Colorado Historic Preservation Office 
Clear Creek County Metal Mining Association 
Clear Creek Economic Development Corporation 

9 

CLEARCRECREATION DISTRICT - 
P. 0. Box 1149 Idaho Springs, Cohdo 80452 56 7-4620 

14 Jul 1984 

Mr. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Northeast Resource Area 
Bureau of Lend Management 
Denver Federal Center, Bldg 41 
Denver, CO SO225 

9 
Dear Mr. Young: 

The Board of Directors, CCMRD, recommends BIM consider the 
Specific Review process to dispose of the 14,645 acres of BIM 
land in Clear Creek County. 

The Specific Review process would give us an opportunity to look 
at those areas which could be used for recreational purposes. For 
example, there are areas near Georgetown which appear to be 
ideally suited for a trails program but on site inspection is 
necessary to define the boundaries of prospective areas. After 
inspection, CCMRD could apply for these areas under the Recreation 
and public purposes Act. 

Along with other county entities, we feel the Specific Review 
process is the best way to select areas to meet the individual 
needs of each entity, 

Sincerely, 

Anita M. Kiefer 
president 

33 
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Zille Gown o d Georgetown Mr. Frank Young 
July 17. 1984 
Page Three 

+A 569.2555 
p.0. & 426 

&q+um, Gdomd~ 80444 

July 17, 1984 

Mr. Frank Young, Ares Manager 
N.E. Resource Area, Bureau of Lsnd MsnsgemenC 
Denver Federal Center, Building 41 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

&WWF 623.6882 

9 

Dear Mr. Young: 

The Town of Georgetom commented at the public hearing on June 6 in 
Gilpin County regarding the draft Resource Management Plan for the 
Northeast Resource Area. This is to provide written count on the 
draft Plan, covering essentially the same points with some sdditlonsl 
detail. 

In order that the BLM lands in Clear Creek County receive appropriate 
reviev for consideration of optimum utilfastion and dfsposition, the 
Town of Georgetom recoimnands that the final version of the Raaourcc 
Elansgcment Plan place these lsnds in the category for Special Review. 
The prlncipsl re*sona for Georgetown’s interest in heving alternative 
uses considered for these lands are: 

1. Several of the tracts In Managanent Units 815-821 lfa all or 
partly within the Georgatown/Loop Railroad/Sliver Plum National Eistorlc 
Landmark District. Their usss should conform to the preservation standards 
established by the Pederal Governmant for such a district. 

2. Uuch of the Gaorgetown Lake and surrounding area in ManagePant 
Area 816 has been set aside under the Recreation and Public Purposes Act 
and is leased from BLn by Gaorgetown. M extensive developmant of this 
area has been planned and is underway for a variety of recreation uses 
covering all se*son*. 

3. Tha leased Lake property noted sbova and BLM land adjacent to 
ie in Management Areas 814-816 block the only direction in which future 
expansion of the Town is feseible. 

4. Proposed expansion plans for the Town’s potable water system 
include new treatment end storage facilities in the area of Managarant 
Areas 814-816 on the North end of Town. 

5. Many tracts of BLM load in the I-70 corridor neer Georgetown 
could be importem to the much needed County economic developant program 
if appropriately ured for private or public developmants. 

Additional InformatIon about these reasons for recomnding that 
the BLM land near Georgetown be placed in the Special Review category 
IS: 

National Eistorlc Landmark District -- -- - The District encompasses 
approximately six sections of land along the valley. including 
Ccorgetown. the Loop R.R. and Silver P&e. (See bttsched msp). 
Those portions of the mountainsides along the valley floor are 
also included in the Dlstrfct. BLH lands spproxlmating 3,660 
scres are within the District boundary which “was set to provide 
a sufficient historic and nstional setting lateral CO the course 
of ;he valley”. (Quote from the Dapartmsnt of Interior description 
of the District). 

On these mountainsides are vistas and vestiges of the history 
of the area that could be reached by trails from the valley 
floor by visitors to the District. Further development of such 
trails is of interest to the Towns in the district. to the Colorado 
Historic Society and to the Recreation District under provisions 
of the Recreation end Public Purposes Act, and would allow these 
aress, too. to be managed to enforce the preservation regulations 
under the National Preservation Act. 

-Georgetown Lake Area - The Georgetown Lake and the ares surrounding 
it has been set aside for recreation and public purposes by BLM. 
Plans have been developed for parking. plcniclng, fishing and trails 
and construction will be underway this susaner. (See attached 
Plan). The trails vi11 connect to s broader.network being developed 
by the County and the Recreation Distrxt along Clear Creek, along 
the mountainside to the old Town of Silver Creek, and on the 
mountainside above the Lake. The Town is developing the Lake 
srea vfth the expectation of acquiring it by patent under the 
provisions of the Recreation and Public Purposes Act. 

A”“exst10” - _--__ Georgetown is surrounded on three sides by mountains 
with geological hazards vhlch preclude construction. Northward 
In the valley affords the only feasible annexation possibility. 
BLM land at the Lake sad lmdistely North of the Lake separates 
the Town from private property farther to the North. Under 
State law, only contiguous property can be annexed. This mesns 
the Town would need to acquire the BLM land first. An estimated 
580 acres are thought to be involved. 

Water Treatment 6 Storage Facilities - Currently the Georgetown -- 
water plant is slonn South Clear Creek. Southeast of Town. 
An engineering stud;, done for the T&,-recoranends that added 
treatment end storage capacity, as needed for the newer end 
of Town toward the Lake and for sny sres annexed beyond the 
present Town limit, be located on vhst Is now BLM land North of 
Town. This would avoid having to increase the size of service 
lines throughout the length of Town to avoid high pressure drop. 

Georgetown firmly believes that the reasons notad above justify further 
review of the msnagmmt plan for tha BLM lands in Clasr Creek County 
end recommdr that these lands be pieced in the Special Review category 
in the final N.E. Resource Ares Mansgement Plan to afford opportunity 
for the needed review. 

Michael A. M-ore. Zollce Judge 
F,x-Officio Mayor 

for 
Tbe Town of Georgetown, Colorado 

REE/h?U4/pkS 
Attachments: 

1. Map of the National Historic Landmark District 
2. Plan for Lake Ares Development 

Toww OF EMPIRE 

9 
July 16, 1984 

Hr.Frsnk Young 
Area Manager 
Northeast Resource Area 
Bureau of Land Management 
Denver Federal Center. Bldg. 41 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

RE: Resource Management Plan 

Dear Ur. Young: 

With regard to the Resource Management Plan recently developed 
regarding property within Clear Creek County, the Town of 
Empire would hereby request that those parcels in Management 
Units 810. 811 and 812 be placed In the category for Special 
Reviev as opposed to being turned over to the U.S. Forest 
Service at this time. 

This request is based on the grounds that portions of these 
Management Units appear to be useful for public purposes and/or 
future residential or commercial development and are contiguous 
to the Town of Empire. For example. a portion of BLM land 
east of Empire has been utilized in the past for an ice skating 
rink. The Town would like to continue utilization of this 
ares for this purpose. The Town ~1.~0 has two Right-Of-Way 
Grants from BLM for its water storage tanks and the new water 
filtration facility. Empire would like to either share msnsge- 
ment of these areas, or obtain sole management or ownership. 

With additional study, other areas within the Management Units 
could simllsrily be determined to have public utility or recre- 
ational use or be prime sress for other development. As these 
ares8 are continguous to Empire, we would greatly appreciate 
having greater input to their disposition which would be afforded 
us under the Special Review category. 

Your affirmative consideration of this request would be most 
welcomed. We would look forward to working of a development 
plan for specific areas within the above reference units that 
would meet with your approval. 

Sincerely, 

Ts?txz~’ 
Mayor 

GST/bhb 
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Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center, Building #41 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Dear Mr. Young: 

July 16, 1984 

9 
The Clear Creek Economic Development Corporation would like 
to submit written comments in response to the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement on the Northeast Resource 
Management Plan. The Clear Creek Economic Development 
Corporation believes that Alternative E, the preferred 
alternative of BLM, would have a significant negative 
impact on Clear Creek County's future economic development 
and growth. Although disposition of BLM land to the U.S. 
Forest Service would be efficient from BLM's perspective, 
it would not serve the interests of Clear Creek County. In 
particular there are numerous BLM land parcels along 
Interstate 70 which would be ideal for business development 
of both a commercial or industrial nature. Ownership of 
these lands by the IJSFS would severely preclude this type 
of development. Certainly there are many land parcels which 
should mostly logically be disposed to the USFS but Alternative 
E indicates that all land will be disposed of in this fashion. 

Consequently we would recommend that the negative environ- 
mental impact of Alternative E be mitigated by placing all 
BLM land in the category of Special Review. This would 
allow all local interest groups the opportunity to comment 
on how individual land parcels should be utilized and would 
give potential developers the opportunity to work with our 
corporation and local governments in order to actually 
purchase and develop these land parcels. 

We hope you give careful consideration to our comments and 
incorporate them into the final Environmental Impact Statement 
for the Northeast Resource Management Plan. 

Sincerely, 

zan Klein, Dir&tor 
Clear Creek Economic Development Corporation 

Tclcphonc: 303-W-4$21 
Drnwr line 303-373-1510 

P.O. Box 90i 
Idaho Sprinp. 
Color,do 80452 

9 
July 20, 1984 

Mr. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Wsas8emeat 
Northeast Resource Ares 
Denver Federal Center, Building 41 
Denver. Colorado 80225 

,’ Dear Wr. Young. 

The City of Idaho Springs would like to see the BLM lands in Clear Creek 
County designated for specific review. Because flat or desirable land in 
the Clear Creek Valley is at s premium, specific review of BLM land may 
reveal certain parcels that would be desirable for Idaho Springs for economic 
development or public Purposes. 

Disposal of land without a specific study would not be in the best interest 
of either the City or the County. Please seriously consider specific review 
for Hansgement Zone 8, Clear Creek County. 

Karen R. Clark 
City Administrator 

KRClmes 

9. 

Q.ear-Ql-y~ (Ileapmto~le~&ined) 
IilthepnJpmedpksnn8arlyallofthempubliclandshcl~ 
CBkCblXl~dllbepIlZlCd~thecpecifi.Crwiew~~~~ 

yulh%vexxzqlesti. Ttleexmpth3are llmagmnt ulita 804, 
8u,8L2,8L3,bhe~ternpo~af817,theportianeastof 
the South Fork of Clexr Qedc of 821, 9QL, and 902. After 
-d=h3 fl plblic inplt, -values,andeldstlnglaIld 
pettmnt%3elmdsarepmposedfordbpo8altotheUSFS,IXN 
@02), or bar private dILapmd (901) witit further specific 

lLE!vew bee the draft RFSVEIS). 

nEtzrm&rofsubsurface eaelteiaumitedtotk!surface 
-. This-tiof-pcanocalrailyunder~ 
situations: firi3t,ifnondneralvalueisidentifiedor~, 
iflaxxmmireralvdtesexbtandadetemhatimismdethst 
the- reae7xatia1 wmild prechde or interfcs with the 
4wJm- nmmhad develgment ad tlx -ral 
devekqmtisamre bf3dMaluaeoftheliadthanmineral 
devdopat, thgl the mineral estate caild be pnxlud at 
appdaedvalw. Forthisreason thf?-ofsubsurfaae 
e6tatewillbehdledcnam3+wasetm3isl3mugh~ysis 
jnd.dbgaSaw. 

Clear Creek County 
July 20, 

Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Unduanagemant 
Northeast Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center 
Building 41, Roan 129 
Denver, CO 80225 

Dear Frank: 

Metal Mining Association 
1984 

10 

Re: Bureau of Land Managenant Draft Northeast Resource Area 
Envirofmantal InpactStatemant/PesaxceManag~tPlan. 

The Clear Creek Countjj M&al Mining Association (CCfX!A), a nonprofit 
organization of appzaimstely 200 mmnbers representing owners and 
operators of small mines and mills in Gilpin and Clear Creek Ccunties, 
wishes to make this response to the draft envirammntal inpect statenwnt 
on the Northeast ReswceArea~~tP~.~yofthe~rshave 
unpatented mining clainm on lands in Clear Creek and Gilpin &unties 
locatedwithin therenagemantarea. 

Many ami&srs of theaX?+lAhave indicated that Alternative A tContinuatic0 
of Current -emant) is tha only alternative offeredthatuxlld not add 
further restrictions to mineral develcpnant by the small cperator. i+%any of 
the small operators feel tbeyarealready facing an overwhelming mass Of 
regulations. Other alternatives indicate managent would be turned over 
to the U.S. Forest Service who have a more restrictive set of regulations 
regardingminingand roedaccmss thsndoes theBureauof Land~gement. 

Sana um&srs of the Clear Creek &unty &eta1 Wining Association have 
indicated they have unpatented mining claims co both Forest Service and 
BLM lands and have favd theBIM far better towxkwith. This is not only 
because of the less restrictive requlaticns, but because of the continuity 
in 8IH personnel. Ihe Forest Service changes district rangers (four 
district rangers since 1977), and other personnel in this areaquite 
frequently. 

Other concerns brought up by CaX!A mm&rs included the possible 
separation of surface and mineral rights of lands within the CdOiado 

Mineral belt by sale of the surface to ccunty govermwnts, sunicipalities, 
or the general public. This wxld effectively remve many potentially 
valuable mineral lands fran mining since, in saw cases, the mineral 
rights ~lld probably bs closed to mining, and in other cases, it wld 
becone an added burden QI the miner to recover the mineral without damage 
tothesurfaceoaner. 

Mmbars were also Q3(yxmBd that lands upn which thy have mineral 
locations might bs sold indiscriminately to the general public. Tony of 
the small cpsrators do not have the funds to purchasethelandand 
continuewithminer~developnentatthesarnetime. 

Many CUX%A members felt that a specific review process should be 
undertaken for each parcel of land considered for disposal. It is hoped 
that in this way input fmn organizations like the co3r~~ and fran 
individuals knowledgeable about specific areks would bs considered by the 
BIM before a decision wcxlld be made. 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this inpact statecent. 

Patricia C. Msch 
Recording Secretary 
Clear Creek &unty Metal Mining Association 
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Mr. Frank Young 
July 20. 1984 
Page Two 

July 20. 1984 
11 

Mr. Frank Young, Area Ranagcr 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
10200 Uest 44th Avenue, #222 
Wheatridge. Colorado 80033 

Dear Mr. Young, 

Thank you for the opportunlty to revlew the Draft Northeast 
Resource Area Resource Uanagement Plan (RIIP). 

The State of Colorado supports efforts by ELM to create more 
manageable land ownership patterns, lncludlng the dlsposal of Isolated 
parcels ulth no slgnlftcant public value and the transfer of lands ulth 
such value to other approprlate agencies. Although the Bureau of land 
Management does not own extenslve surface tracts In the northeast part 
of the state, many of the Isolated tracts under ELM ownership are of 
great local and regional slgnlflcance. In the process of disposal or 
transfer of ownership It Is Important that BLM work closely with state 
agencies. local governments, adjacent landowners and grazing permittees. 

We favor Alternatlve A, Contlnuatlon of Current Management. 
because It provides many more benefits for the flsh and wlldllfe 
resources than other alternatlves. If GLU does decide to move toward 
dlsposal of scattered lands, we favor Alternatlve D over Alternatlve E 
because lt provides for a tract-by-tract 'special revleu' prlor to 
disposal or transfer. In contrast, the BLH preferred alternatlve would 
transfer large areas to the U.S. Forest Service. Although a wholesale 
transfer mlght seem simpler. It would require an act of Congress and 
might be longer and more involved than a tract-by-tract approach uhlch 
allows for adequate Input and for constderatlon of a broader spectrum Of 
ounershlp arrangements. 

According to Appendlx 8. 77 percent of the land to be disposed 
of Is Important ulldllfe habltat. If Alternative E Is Implemented. 92 
percent of the habltat lands would remain under federal, state, or local 
government ounershlp. WC are concerned, however, about the posslble loss 
of the remalnlng 8 percent, or nearly 2,500 acres. Much of the area that 
would be lost Is rlparlan and open water habltats essential to flsherles. 
waterfowl, osprey, shorcbtrds. and threatened and endangered specter such 
as the bald eagle and white pelican. One area provldes habltat for elk 
calving and several others provlde deer and elk winter range. UC realtze 
that the flnal plan and EIS could be considerably dlffercnt from the 
draft. We ask that the Dlvlslon of Ylldllfe be 'involved In the BLM 
l valuation folloulng the revleu period because of our concern about the 
future of flsh and wlldllfe habltat In Eastern Colorado. 

The Colorado Dlvtslons of Wlldllfe and Parks and Outdoor 
Recreation are Interested In further dlscusslons about assumlng manage- 
ment of lands nhlch are co-mlngled wlth state lands or lands havlng 
special ulldllfe values. State management would enable us to malntaln 
or Improve crltlcal habltats and continue to provlde rccreatlonal 
opportunltles to the public. Both dlvlslons are preparlng detailed 
conxnents on lndlvldual tracts uhlch are Identlfled In the Draft RMP for 
possible transfer to the state and ~111 provlde them to you by August 15. 

We want to bring to your attentton the fact that certain 
Colorado plant species of special concern and USFWS candidate plant 
species may be found on lands In the area. Phvsarla bm could occur 
In management areas 3a and 5b; Aletes humllls may be present In manage- 
ment area Sa. 

On page 5. under 'water sources.' y suggest that the follou- 
lng phrase be added to the first sentence: . . . Including applicable 
Interstate compacts.' It should be made clear that corapacts are a part 
of Colorado water law. 

DAVID ll. GETCHES 
Executive Dlrector 

DHG:car 

MEMORANDUM 
DIVISION Of PARIS AND OUTDOOR RECREATlON 
Ron C. Hdli&y, DivYon Dincmr 

TO: Dewitt J&n 

FROM: Jhbl 11 
SURIECT: EL% N.Ebd.curce Area prcperties 

DATE: July 19, 1984 

I have identified several prooerties thatwemsybe interested in acWb 
iqplrsuanttotheFmzreati&andPublicPuqmeesAct. 

OJX interestonallproperties cutside of those at GoldenGate S.P. ad 
Jackson S.R.A. is dependent on '?he autams of negotiations for nmagmsnt 
with the Dsnver Water Depsrhmsnt ad Division of Wildlife. 

I have informdour real estate agent of these prcperties ardhewill 
p-with an application for transferal as the ouizccnks of curnmage- 
nent proposals becures clearer, probably by S@q of 1985. 

Area 

#SO2 

Ikscription 

he parcel next toHolligan Reeewok 
bnsideredforUXdiqussU 

#605 several pacels neax Gross Re-ir 
brrentlyunderR&PPapplicationwithEculderCa.anty) 

#606 Sever~pamds inorneuEldoradoGtnyon StatePark 
kurrentlyuxIer RhpP applicationwith Eculder Cmnq) 

CT01 

#3l5 SeverslpsrcelsinornearNxthSterlingWsezvoir 
b~~~.~ideredfordi.qosdtoDFOR,Wi.ld.lifeorlocds) 

1309 CneparceluderJacksonReser~ir 

Y313 

X306 C¶eparcelunderBlackHollCWReservoir 
(amsider&fordispxal toKW) 

Parenthetical -ksreprooentFXMr emrmendaticolfordisposalunder 
pxeferredaltexnative. 

J-C:kb 

cc: bnHolli&y 
K3x Vezzsni 
Nancy-s 
Pd@tSctLell 
Ernie &rtinez 
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S7AlE OP Co-M= 
Rlcherd D. UrnIn. aov9mw 
DEPARTTYENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

DIVISION OF WILDLIFE 

D.nvw, ColOndO 9D210 (227-l 192) August 21. 1984 

Dewitt Joti 
August 21. 1984 
Page 2 

NO. NW Loc*tion Acres Wildlife Vslue 

Fishing - Land 
underwater 

Fishing access to 
potenrisl reservoir 

Joins Cherokee Park 
Wildlife area and 
Halligan Res. 

Important big game 
habitat near Cherokee 
Wildlife Area 

Important big game 
babitst 

Important deer and 
antelope habitat 

Important habitat 
joining Watson Wildlife 
Area 

Important big gems 
habitat 

Important wildlife 
habitat, especially 
bighorn sheep. 

Important big game 
hsbitat 

Stream access only 

Stream access only 

Important wildlife 
habiest 

Important wildlife 
habitat and fishing 

Importam big game 
habitst. Joins 606. 

317 Julesburg Iles. TllN. R47W. S18 159 

404 Wildcat Creek 

502 Cherokee Park 

T6N. R58W. 526 240 
TSN. RSSW, S22. 23. 27 

TllN. R71W. S30, 34 202 

To: Dewitt John. Dspsrtment of Natural Resources 

From: Don Smith, Division of Wildlife 
cwp 

11 
Subject: Disposal of BLM land in northeastern Colorado. 

The Division of Wildlife hss evaluated the list of BLM lands scheduled 
for disposal in the Draft Report, Northeast Resource Area Resource 
Management Plan/Envir-ntal Statement of April. 1984. Although we 
would prefer that these lands be retained by the Bureau of Land Msoage- 
merit. we understand the problems associated with their mensgement and 
the reasons for their disposal. Some of these lands provide importsnt 
wildlife habitat and should remain in public ownership. We are inter- 
ested in the following tracts: 

503 Rabbit Creek TlON. R71W. S30 40 

506 Hewlett Gulch T9N. R71W. S34 160 

507 Owl Creek T8N. R69W. S6 169 

No. N*SlCZ Location Acres Wildlife Value 500 Coat Bill TEN. R69W. S19 45 

202 Tamerack TlON. R48N. S22 80 Joins Tamarack 
Wildlife Are&Applied 
for in 1971. 510 Castle Mtn. TSN. R73W. S23 120 

205 Wray T3N. R43N. S24. 25 80 

TSS. R43W. Sll. 15 2 

&ester Prairie 
Chicken habitat 513 St. Vrsin T3N. R71W. SIO. 11. 681 

13. 14. 22, 23 

209 Bonny Joins South Republican 
Wildlife Area - T 6 E 
species present 601 Left Band Cr. T2N. R71W. 526 80 

215 T15.5. R55W. S26. 35 
T16.5. R55W. Sl. 2 663 

T9N. R69W, S4 200 

Joins Karval Lake 
Wildlife Area 

3Cl Reservoir 115 Important wildlife 
Rabitat - Partially 
under water 

602 Ward 

603 Cold Hill 

605 Gross Res. 

TIN. 872, 73W 7 

TlN, 871. 72W ? 

TlS. R71W. S21. 28. 322 
29 

302 Reservoir 12 
(-1 Lske) 

T9N. R68W. S30 40 Importsot wildlife 
habitat - 
Pertially under water. 

606 Boulder Creek 

702 Eldorado Mtn. 

TlS. Ri'lW. S25. 26. 935 
27, 34, 35 

T2S. R71W. S2 204 

303 Reservoir 15 T8N, R68W. S6 78 

304 Reservoir 16 T8N. R6SW. S6. 6 160 

306 Black Rollow 
Reservoir 

307 Riverside Bee. 

T0N, R67W. S34 80 

TSN. R61W. S31 3.076 
T4N. R62W. Sl. 2. 11. 12. 13 
T4N. R61W. 55. 6. 7. 0s 

Important wildlife 
habitat - Partially 
under water 

Important wildlife 
habitat - Partially 
under water 

Public Fishing Lease 
exists 

Important wildlife 
hab1tst.T h E species 
present. Pelican 
developments by Agree- 
ment with Irri. Co. 
We spplied for BLM 
land in 1971. 

308 Empire Res. 

309 Jackson Res. 

T3N. R6lW. s1* 
T4N. R61W. S25. 35 
T4N. R6OW, s31 

TSN. R6OW. 514 

890 Public fishing desired, 
Joins our property. 
Application for BLM 
land submitted in 1971. 

280 Joins DOW property on 
north side. TCE 
species. 

312 Snyder T4N. R56W. Sl4 40 River bottom between 
Chartier and Berry 
Wildlife Areas. 

313 

314 

315 

Prewitt Res. T4N. R54W. Sl. 12 635 Important habitat and 
fishery. T 6 E species. 
Have lease with 
Opersting Co. 

Atwood T7N. R53W. 526 40 Importsnt river bottom. 
T 6 E species. Near 
Luft Wildlife Area 
(So. Platte) 

North Sterling 
Reservoir T9N. R53W. S3. 4, 

9. 10 
681 Joins DOW vildlife 

srea, T 6 E species, 
important fishery, 
Eave lease with N. 
Sterling Irri. Co. 

316 Dorsey TllN. R4lU. s2a 40 Good riparian habitat 

801 through 821 need public ownership to allow stream fishing, preservation 
of wildlife habitat snd hunting opportunities. 

902 Mt. Evans TSS. R73W. S13 40 Joins Mt. Evans 
Wildlife Area$big 
game habitat 

903 Deer Creek T6S, R73W. S27 40 Fishing and big 
gamz habitat 

909 Cathedral Spires/T7S. R70W. SlO 80 Important for peregrine 
falcon and big game. 

1001 Prospect Res. TlN. R64W. S26 64 Important wildlife 
habitat T 6 E species. 

1002 Rorse Creek Res/TlN, R64W. S32 160 Important wildlife 
habitat 

We realize that considerable work remains before a decision is made on who 
will receive the various tracts scheduled for disposal. We do want to be 
involved in the final decision pertaining to this list and other tracts 
providing critical big game range. hunting opportunities. and ripsrian 
habitat. 

DS:cs 

CC: Ruch 
Prentlow 
BarrOWS 

&all1 
ncc1oskey 
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ll. 

colorado state L!@lcks Qleqmse to tIltme letters tzmlhed) 
Ihe pnzfermd alternative 03) has been altered in reqmse to 
yuurandmanyother@liccummts. ~FJ=w=dP~~ 
finalEZSiss3mKlartoaltemativeDinthatitprmrldesfor 
tract+y-mwtspecificreview,priortodispodortramfer, 
foran?asviknz?the~are~y~ needingstudy=d* 
hdpatternisVeryCaIlpl.eX. 

~crlticathabitatsforwildllfehave~protected~rthe 
pfoposedplanafwrCzhmg?swerernadein~ tothDw 
camma, see below. InsalEinstances~aresignificant 
conflicung~cdprivatevalw3tobe~~withthe 
affected parties as a part of the dispmal transacti 
a3nmikatitm with state, local goTermmtl3, ad private 
intexlastsMpeddetenninewhe~thesepub.licalldpuva~vdlues 
exist. 

lherewillbeasi@ficantamnmtoffurtkr~~~or 
tothesmuschanges. 

3 beqedflcallyrwiewedpriortoanyFedemlactianasapart 
of anrirmmrent;al aEBeEmmt,andtheirptectimassured. we 
wiJlincltdea8eamhforthe~specie8youmenticnedandif 
famdwzwmldantactycuforinput into the envhxmmtal 
-t. 

Wehavealsoaddedto~5uderthetitlewatersumesh 
thefirstsentenae II . . . waterLawincludingapplicableinten3tatecaupacts." 

202 
205 
209 
215 
3ol 
302 
303 
WI 
306 
307 
308 
309 
32 
a.3 
3L4 

Rlblic Mspof3al 
FuliLlc Dispod 
-cDlsposal 
fimMspoeal 
Fllblic and/or Private Mspa3al 
pllblicad/orFrivateDispod 
Fublicad/orPrivateDlspod 
FWicad/orRivateDbposd 
Fbblicad/orFrivateIXspod 
FUhlicand/orPriva~Dispod 
Fllbldc and/or Private Mspo6al. 
FUiLLcand/orMvateDb3pod 
Fubuc Msposal 
Rd.icad/orPrivateDiqosal 
-cDisposat 

35 
316 

iii 
502 
503 
506 
507 
506 
5lO 
a.3 

601 
602 
603 
605 
606 
7Ql 
702 
ml 
9x2 
903 

FbhUcad/orPrivateDJqmsal 
-cMsposal 
Private Dispod 
private Ddspoal 
~~Msposal 
wcrxtsposal 

PLivate Disposal 
Fublic Dispod 
Fvivate Dispod 
USFS-!3ec.22,23;Futilic 
m&al==&% ww14 

specific Review 
specific Revil37 
Fublic Ilbpmal 
~*IKsposal 
~~wsposal 
Falic and/or Private Disposal 
specific Review 
~ntsposal 
Fublic Dfspoeal 
P.Livatx! Dlfspod 
Private lIl@mal 

Colorado State Forest Service 

April 30, 1984 

CSiJ 
Colorado State Univcrslty 
Fort Colhns. Colorado 
80523 

12 
Frank Young 
Area Manager 
Northeast Resources Area, ELM 
10200 West 44th Avenue, #222 
Wheatridge, Colorado 80033 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft Northeast Resource 
Area Management plan. 

Our fire staff has a few comments which we feel might prevent future 
misunderstanding. Statements about wildfire hazard and risk are correct 
for BLM lands in the Front Range but should not be construed as to apply 
to nonfederal lands. 

Attached are our coaunents on fire statements from pages 5, 16 and 32 of 
the draft plan. 

Sincerely, 

Delmer L. Brown 
Deputy State Forester 

es 

cc: Ron Zeleny 
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13 
April 26, 1984 

Stuart Freer, A.D.Y. 
Bureau of Land Management 
Canon City District 
Post Office Box 311 
Canon City, Colorado 81212 

Dear stub: 

Thanks for your April 24 letter on the BEBA BMP and the suggested recreation 
contacts. I've written to all of them and you will see copies of that correspondence 
later on. 

I note the RMp public meetings June 4-7 and one of my points at our last Council 
meeting was that the Council should make s strmg effort to get out and support the 
plan at these public meetings. Now I riots to my great chagrin that I will be out of 
the state all that week. There's a week-long management mseting, a "must do" as far 
as I am concerned and cannot be avoided. I'm really sorry. 

I do think it is a good plan and will sell itself. In my assigned area of Becreation 
I cannot imagine what conflicts might be perceived ty user groups under your preferred 
alternative. 

Yours very truly, 

k&d 

jil 
CC: 
Carl Erickson 

13. 

Cottonwood Farms 
P.O. Box 229 
Boulder, CO 80306 14 

July 6, 1984 

Frank Young 
Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center 
Building 41 
Denver, CO 80225 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Enclosed please find our comments on the Northeast Resource 
Area, Resource Management Plan/Draft Environmental Impact State- 
ment. The review and analysis relate principly to Parcel 702, 
Eldorado Mountain (Township 2 South, Range 71 West, Section 2), 
specifically the Northwest quarter of the Northwest quarter; the 
Northeast quarter of the Northwest quarter; the Southeast quarter 

of the Northwest quarter: and the West one-half of southwest 
quarter of this decision area. We are very familiar with the 
area since Cottonwood Farms owns and manages property adjacent 
to this BLW land. In fact, the Southeast quarter of the North- 
west quarter separates our ownership into two parcels, which 
isolates our properties from each other, making it difficult for 
us to formulate coherent and logical plans for our land. 

Cottonwood Farms, as you will recall from our previous 
connnunication with your office, is interested in obtaining portions 
of Parcel 702. Therefore, we request that the Bureau of Land 
Management amend its Resource Management Plan to designate Parcel 
702 for disposal to a non-federal entity. Our enclosed review, 
complete with site specific information, delineates the reasons 
we believe you should change your plan to more accurately reflect 
existing conditions. 

Should you wish to discuss this information in greater detail, 
please do not hesitate to call me at 444-2151. I would also 
appreciate receiving any additional notices and information relating 
to the Resource Management Plan as your review process continues. 

Mike Hart 

cc: David Hallock 

14. 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION VIII - 

1660 LINCOLN STREET 

DENVER, COLORADO 00295 
Ref: 8PM-EA 

Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center 
Building 41, Room 129 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

RE: Draft Northeast Resource Area 
Resource Management Plan/ 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Young: 

The Region VIII Office of the Environmental Protection Agency has 
reviewed the referenced resource management plan and EIS. We appreciated the 
opportunity to express sane of our concerns at the June 7. 1984 public 
hearing. Our detailed conxaents are attached. 

The EPA recognizes the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) 
process for evaluating the suitability of ELM land for retention, transfer, or 
disposal. This HP proposes transferring 30.580 acres to other federal 
agencies and a State of Colorado agency. The enclosed detailed comnents 
reflect our concerns regarding this land analysis process, and the 
environmental implications of either partial acceptance or non-acceptance by 
the other agencies. Additional concerns relate to environmental resource 
inventorying, minerals management, and environmental impact assessment. 

As a result of these concerns on certain aspects of the proposed action, 
we have given this EIS an ER-2 rating. While this means that we have some 
environmental reservations about the proposal, additional information should 
alleviate our concerns. If you have further questions regarding our concerns, 
feel free to contact Doug Lofstedt of my staff at 844-2460. 

1 Administrator 

Enclosure 
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ENCLOSURE 

EPA COi+iENTS ON THE GLM DRAFT NORTHEAST RESOURCE AREA 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN/EIS (CO) 

15. 

EPA recognizes the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) process 
for evaluating ELM land transfers and disposals when it will foster more 
effective and efficient resource management. However, this analysis presents 
some concerns that we would like to see clarified. The EIS uses the terms 
"public value" and "national interest" as criteria in determining appropriate A 
disposition. What is the difference between the terminology? What is 
determined to be adequate "public value" or "national interest" lands? One 
example of this concern is open space. On page 11. various amounts of 
"important open space acres would be disposed of" (depending on alternative). 

3 

B 
At what point is "important" not important enough for retention or transfer? 

Under the preferred alternative. it appears that a' decision has already 
been made to transfer ownership of 30,580 acres of ELM surface estate 
regardless of whether or not the Forest Service, National Park Service, and 1 C 
Colorado Division of Wildlife (CWW) actually accept the portions allocated to 
them. Our concern, in such a case, is over the continuing planning, 
management, and environmental implications for these lands. These 
implications are not clear in the RMP/EIS. Additional "specific review" has 
been recognized as a need for 16,700 acres under alternative D (page 40). How 
much "specific review" would be needed in case of either non-acceptance or 
partial acceptance by these three agencies ? Would there be an environmental 
assessment? The basis for the assumption that "Local governments would 
utilize acquired lands for open space and recreation" (page 25) needs further 
documentation. In swrmary. we would like to see the RMP and environmental 3 

D 
E 

impact assessment deal in more depth with these land transfer/disposal 
concerns. 

An important function of this RMP/EIS is to identify important 
environmental resources needing protection and management for the public 
interest. This is particularly important because of the land transfer and 
disposal intentions of ELM. Appendix 8 and C address the natural resource 
considerations for each management unit and/or zone. However, to help improve 
the awareness of these resources, we suggest that they be mapped (preferably 
on the management zone maps in Appendix 6). Important inclusions would be: 

- water quality concern areas, 
- sensitive watersheds. 
- water sources, 
- Areas of Critical Environmental Concern, if any, 

(in response to Section 202 (c)(3) of FLPMA), 
- gound water resources (particularly those 

that could be impacted by coal development), 
- areas of needed watershed treatment, 
- and important wildlife habitat. 

The relationship of these resources to management of the public lands and/or 
mineral estate could then be more readily understood. F 

All of the alternatives were to address areas of critical environmental 
concern (page 9). However, we couldn't track the consideration of this 
criterion through the alternatives analysis or impact assessment process. 
Consequently, the EIS should more clearly indicate the areas considered as c 
critical, if any, their management needs, and environmental implications of 
the various alternatives. 1 

In addition to ELM stipulations on oil and gas operations, the rules and 
regulations of the Colorado Oil and Gas Comnission's Underground Injection 
Control (UIC) Program would apply if there were injection activities. 1 H 

We coavaend the recognition on page 39 of the non-measurable resource 
values of air quality, water quality, and soils. This will be an important 
consideration in post-RMP site-specific activities. 

Environmental. Impact Disclosure 

The risk of water quality degradation under Alternatives A-D is briefly 
addressed on page 40. The type and degree of potential risk under 
Alternatives D and E should be defined in more depth. In addition, we would 1 I like to see a comparison of these risks, particularly between Alternatives D 
and E. 

One of the disappointments we have had in general in review of the 
initial RMPs/EIS's relates to the oftentimes vague level of impact disclosure 
information. In this EIS, the potential water quality, floodplain, ground 
water, and soil erosion impacts from mineral development are mentioned in 
general on page 31. However, impact reductions resulting from application of 
controls and mitigations (such as discussed on page 34, Appendixes G and C, 
and elsewhere) should be factored in. The following are additional EPA 
concerns regarding mineral development: 

1. Site-specific analyses would be done as needed for Applications for 
Permits to Drill, and for coal mining. Because of this incremental process, 
the need for cumulative impact assessment and management on a watershed or 
sub-watershed basis (at least for the most environmentally sensitive areas) 
should be clarified in the EIS. 

2. Public and other-agency involvement in the post-RMP site-specific actions 
should be clarified. 

3. The EIS would be more complete if impact disclosures from the Oil and Gas 
Umbrella EA were integrated into it. 

I 
4. On page 36, it is mentioned that transferring lands to the USFS and CDOW 
may result in a "greater negative impact" in relation to saleable minerals. 
What does this mean? 

5. We would like to see the discussion of minerals activity on page 34 
briefly clarify what the FLPMA requirements of unnecessary and undue 
degradation mean when applied to an actual project. 

J 

I 

The anticipated consequences of overgrazing on water quality, riparian 
areas, and soils should be identified on page 31. 1 K 
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E)/(ON COMPANY. U.S.A. 
POST OFFICE Box 120. DENVER. comRAoo mm 16 

July 25, 1984 

Mr. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Northeast Resource Area 
Bureau of Land Henagement 
Denver Federal Center 
Bldg. 41 
Oanver, Colorado 80225 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Exxon Company, U.S.A. Welcomes this opportunity to offer comments on the 
Northeast Resource Area Draft Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact 
Statement (CRMP/EIS). Exxon has a strong interest in the planning process for 
federal public lands because many of these sress, especially in the 
Denver-Julesburg Basin, have potential for additional discoveries and 
production. 

Exxon commends the Northeast Resource Area for its positive treatment of oil 
and gas in the DRMP/EIS document as another multiple use resource. It is 
essential that land use plans , such as the Northeast Resource Area’s, properly 
acknowledge and anticipate the development of undiscovered oil and gas 
potential still present in the basin. The Denver Basin, as you know, is a 
large sedimentary basin with a long established oil and gas producing history 
in Cretaceous age reservoirs. Future potential for the basin is significant in 
lightly explored older sediments when ares1 extent thickness and rock types are 
considered. 

We Were also pleased to see the Rocky Mountain Oil and Gas Association’s 
(RMOCA) matrix applied in your analysis of alternatives. We recognize that the 
ELM considers geologic favorability and certainty criteria in making its 
evaluations. However, we believe that the RMOGA matrix using geologic 
potential and access restriction criteria is a more objective and useful tool 
for displaying the range of impacts When land use is restricted. 

Exxon 1s grateful for the opportunity to comment, and we hope you find our 
input helpful. Should you have any questions or if we can provide any further 
assistance, please contact Mr. Amos Plente (303-789-7550) or Mr. Fernando Slackgoat 
(303-769-7468) in our Denver office. 

Sincerely. 

H./ &‘d*d G 
-7 

. Prsetorius 

FB:msa 

c - Mr. W. 6. Bickley 
Mr. W. R. Campbell 
Mr. R. R. Dern 
Mr. A. A. Plante 
Mr. J. A. Willott 
Mr. C. L. Wilmott 

UNITED STATES DEPARTWENT OF THE IRTERIOR 
FISH AWD WILDLIFE SERVICE 

COLORADU SUBOFFICE 
730 SIMS STREET. SUITE 292 
GOLDEN. COLDRADU 80401 

July 18. 1984 17 
TO: Area Manager, BLW Northeast Research Area, 

Wheat Ridqe, CD 

FROM: pZr&ield Supervisor 
Ecoloqical Services 

SUBJECT: Review and Comments on Northcart Resource Area 
Resource Wanaqement Plan - DEIS 

We have completed our review of the subject document and wish to 
provide the followinq comments for your consideration in 
development of the FEIS. 

General Corgmentq 

Overall, we found the DEIS to be well written and generally 
comprehensive in the description of the manaqement plan 
alternatives. We have concerns that some of the land sales 
and/or land transfers identified In the various proposals have 
not been fully analyzed or concurred in by state aoencies which 
either have direct interest in or are named as recipient's for 
proposed land transfers or management responsibilities. 

In the analysis of Alternative D the DEIS indicates that 4770 
acres, which are identified as excellent wildlife habitat, would 
be lost to public wildlife manaqement purposes. It would appear 
that the Colorado Division of Wildlife (DOW) could utilize some 
portion of these lands for wildlife conservation purposes. 
Conversely, Alternative E (preferred Alternative) assumes that 
3080 acres of land would be managed by DOW, however, we have not 
been able to verify any agreements between DOW and BLM to verify 
acceptance of this specific transfer. 

If the DOW has not been provided opportunity for a desirability 
review of the lands beinq considered for disposal, we suquest that 
such opportunity be provided prior to the selection of 
alternatives for the F’EIS. As provided by 16 U.S.C. 667 b.: real 
property which is under the control of a Federal aqency and no 
lonqer required by such agency and which can be utilized for 
wildlife conservation purposes. may upon request be transferred to 
the aqency of the state l xercisinq admlnistratlon over the 
wildlife resources of the State wherein the real property lies. 

Sueclflc Comments 

Paqe 1 Alternative D states: "In addition to general sale for 
many acres, some non-public value lands were designated 
for sale to specific private interests". 

Comment : If this sale includes the 4770 acres of 
excellent wildlife habitat as identified on page 28; how 
were the non-public value of these lands established? 

Page 25 Table IV - 2 The footnote of this table states that 
each oil and qas well is expected to disturb no more 
than 3 acres. Does this estimate include the 
disturbance needed for access and support facilities? 
It would appear to us on the basis of other studies that 
total disturbances from each well would be much qreater 
than this. 

Page 27 Wildlife Habitat, Paragraph 6 

If BLW makes a determination that the proposed action 
may be detrimental to Bald Eagles as described by 
previous actions; consultation throuqh Section 7 of the 
Threatened and Fndanqered Species Act must be initiated. 
Regardless of this determination, we believe agreement on the 
manaqcment of lands with questionable impacts must be 
made. We therefore request that the word should 
in the last sentence of this paraqraph be changed to 
would -- 
Column 2 Paragraph 10 states: “he major potential 
neqative impact would be mininq In rlparian zones." 

Comment : It was our understandinq that these areas 
would be provided protection throuuh the application of 
unsuitability criteria. If this statement is true, we 
believe a more thorouqh discussion and location of the 
;,lg;ion of unsuitability criteria is warranted in 

Page 28 Paragraph 5 & 6 states: “The 890 acres of excellent 
potential important habitat at Expire Reservoir is 
scheduled to qo to the Irriqation Company. The post 
disposal use of the inundated portion of the tract will 
be the same. The shoreline which provides cottonwoods 
for winterinq bald eaqles miqht be sublect to a change 
of use. 520 acres are to qo to State Parks as part of 
Golden Gate State Park and 40 acres of a mule deer winter 
concentration area are slated to be sold. 

There is 280 acres of potential bald eagle, waterfowl 
and aquatic habitat at Bijou Reservoir to be sold to the 
irrigation company, while 60 acres of fair habitat at 

16. Comments: 1) BLW should make a determination of the 
impact the change in land use may have 
on the bald eaqles in the FEIS. 



2) As stated in the "General Comments" 
section, these acreages and the mule 
deer conccntratfon area in addition to 
other lands "scheduled" for disposal should 
be reviewed by DOW for evaluation of 
manaqement Potential for that auency. 

Page 34 Ulnerals, Paraqraph 1, Sentence 3 

Section 505 of FLPMA also extends this responsibility on 
terms and conditiona orl right-of-ways to adjacent lands. 
This sentence should be modified to reflect this 
responsibility. 

Page 40 and 41. 1st paraqraph of each alternative (see ocneral 
comments) 

Our concerns over the lack of adequate review and 
manaqement aqreements by aqencies identified as 
potential land recipients should be considered 
prior to development of these sections in the FEIS. 

Page 70 and 71, Hanaqement Unit 307. 308. 309 and 311 

It is noted that some of these areaswhich have been 
identified for disposal may adjoin areas being 
considered for wildlife manaqement purposes on the 
Narrows Reservoir which is proposed by the Bureau of 
Reclamation (BR). Although some portions are identified 
in the RJ4P for disposal to DOW. greater manaqerent 
potential may be achieved by consideration of the 
development and manaqement plans in this area by both 
BR and DOW. 

Summa! 

As evidenced by our comments. the concerns of the FWB focus on 
two major aspecta of the DEM. These are: 

1. Failure to analyze and clearly identify the anticipated 
impacts of the proposed alternatives to threatened and 
endanqered species. 

2. An apparent lack of coordination and review of the lands 
available for dlspositlonlacquisition by other agencies which 
have interest in, or are named as recipient/management 
agencies for identified landr. 

We believe both of these concerns can and must be rectified in 
the F!ZIS. The FWS would be pleased to provide assistance as 
needed. Coordination regarding endangered species matters may be 
directed to our Salt Lake City hdanqered Species office. All 
other coordination may continue to be handled through this 
office. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this 
resource management plan. 

\ 

cc: Bm - State Office 
CDOW, Denver 
FWSfEC 
Fli 
m/Es 
F 

, Washinuton, D. C. 
ISfWR, Denver, CO 

. Grand Junction, CO 
USISE. Salt Lake City. Attn: L. England 

pqgz40and41-see =P==~W CamEn- above. 

page7oaIld7l- 3heJ3Rw33sentacopyofthdraft 
RM?/mfor- No cammlt wd8 received. 

Arapaho and 240 West Prospect 
Roosevelt NF Parr Collins. CO 80526 2098 

rFrenk Young 
Area Manager, Northeast Resource Ares 
Bureau of Land Management 
10200 West 44th Avenue 1222 

Wheatridge. CO BOO33 
L 
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Deer Mr. Young: 

We have reviewed the Draft Noreheasr Resource Area Resource Management Plan/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), and have the following commenes. 

The premise that a single agency could administer and manage lands located in 
the same area more efficiently than two is basically sound. However, ehe 
analysis contained in the DEIS does not fully support this premise, nor does 
It adequately examine the effects of implementing the preferred alternative. 
Chapter IV, Environmental Consequences , on page 39. conrains a discussion 
about BLM Management Costs and prcdiccr substantial savings. This is 
misleading since only costs to BLM were considered, not rhe tocal cost to rhe 
United States. A substaneial portion of those costs would merely be 
transferred,to another federal agency and little. if any, savings to the 
government. as a whole, would be realized. This discussion should be expaoded 
to reflect the actual costs of ehe alternatives, including necessary costs fo, 
and staffing required. by ocher agencies , and state or local governments. 

Some of ehe tracts Identified for transfer fo the Forest Service vould not be 
appropriate for inclusion in the National Forest System. In come cases, they 
are adjacent eo or very similar co lands the Forest Service is attempting to 
dispose of through various authorities. In some cases, the stafe or ehe 
affected county might be a more logical recipient. In orhers it would be more 
efficient for the BLM to dispose of the undesirable tracts via the far simpler 
BLM authorities before transfer, rather than have the Forest Service do so 
afterwards. 

The feasibility of the preferred alternative is not discussed, but it is 
evident that ehe alternative is heavily dependent upon orhers. Agencies, 
local governments. and indlvlduals must be willing and able to taks the 
actions which are necessary to make it work. but which are beyond BLM’s 
ability to control. Experience has shown chat disposal of lands in semi-urban 
nettings such as found near Colorado Springs and Idaho Springs can quickly 
become controvarsial leading to delays in implementation, or major alterations 
in the action. As previously indicared, many of rhe lands proposed for 
transfer contain more problems than values, regardless of the recipient. The 
fessibility of the proposal is questionable. 
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Frank Young 

The folloving ere comments we have on specific tracts: 

Page 2 

Tract 506 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 509 - mesa small parcels would not make an appropriate addition to 
the National Forest. We recmend disposal to adjacent landowners. 

Tract 511 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 512 - we concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 513 - section 10 - This parcel is sursounded by a working ranch and 
would add little to the National Forest except additional management problems. 
Sections 22 and 23 - This parcel is adjacent to the Forest and would be a 
suitable addition to it. Sections 11. 14, and 15 - These parcels would be 
separated from other Forest lands and inappropsiate for inclusion in the 
Forest; we recommend they be transferred to Boulder County if they ase to be 
retained in public ownership. 

Tract 514 - this tract IS 5 miles from the nearest National Forest land and 
its retention for Forest Service management would be inappropriate. We 
recommend disposal. 

Tract 602 - This ttect consists of numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
and is similar to other areas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
vith them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract 
should be retained and managed by the Forest Service, but only after disposal 
of qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Small.Tracts Act, vhich is some 
what simpler than the Forest Service Small Tracts Act. 

Tract 603 - Same as Tract 602. 

Tract 604 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 605 - We concur with transfer to Boulder County. 

Tract 802 - Except for a few isolated stretches of Clear Creek frontage. these 
are not lands that have value fot management by the Forest Service. We would 
recommend disposal as being more logical. 

Tract 804 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 805 - Except for a few isolated stretches of Clear Creek frontage. there 
ere no lands vithin this tract that have value for management by the Forest 
Service. We vould recommend disposal es being more logical. 

Tract 806 - Except for a few isolated stretches of Clear Creek frontage. there 
are no lands within this tract that have value far management by the Forest 
service. We would recommend disposal as being more logical. 

Tract 807 - This tract consists of numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
and is similar to other ateas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
tith them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract 
should be retained and managed by the Forest Service but only aftet disposal 
of qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Small Tracts Act, which is 
simpler than the Forest Service Smell Tracts Act. 

Tract 808 - This tract consists of numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
and is similar to other areas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
vith them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract 
should be retained and managed by the Forest Service, but only after disposal 
of qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Smell Tracts Act, which is some 
what simpler than the Forest Service Small Tracts Act. 

Tract 809 - This tract consists pf numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
and is similar to other areas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
with them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of l nctoachment. We concur that some of this tract should 
be retalned and managed by the Forest Service, but only after disposal of 
qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Small Tracts Act, which is some 
what simpler than the Forest Service Small Tracts Act. Some lands in this 
parcel contain significant historical remains and the Georgetown Historical 
Society might be a logical recipient. 

Tract 810 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 811 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 812 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 813 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 814 - This tract consists of numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
and is similar to other areas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
with them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries end 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract 
should be retained and managed by the Forest Service, but only after disposal 
of qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Small Tracts Act, vhich is some 
what simpler than the Forest Service Small Tracts Act. 

Tract 815 - This tract consists of numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
and is similar to other sreas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
vith them burdensome adminlstrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract should 
be retained and manage buy the Forest Service. but only after disposal of 
qu*lifYlng and appropriate tracts under BLPI Small Tracts Act which is some 
what simpler than the Forest Service Small Tracts Act. 

Tract 816 - This tract consists of nume~ow mineral fractions of various sizes 
and IS similar to other areas of National Forest ownership. Such lands carry 
with them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract 
should be retained and managed by the Forest Service. but only after dispose1 
of qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Small Tracts Act, which is eDme 
what simpler than the Forest Service Small Tracts Act. Some lands In this 
parcel contain significant historical remains and the Georgetown Historical 
Society might be a logical recipient. 

Tract 817 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 818 - We CODCUT with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 819 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. The Georgetown loop is 
included within this tract and the Georgetown Historical Society might be a 
logical recipient. 

Tract 820 - Thir tract consists of numerous mineral fractions of various sizes 
end ir similar to other Press of National Poreet ownership. Such lands carry 
with them burdensome administrative costs because of complex boundaries and 
the continuing threat of encroachment. We concur that some of this tract 
should .be retained and maneged by the Forest Service. but only after disposal 
of qualifying and appropriate tracts under BLM Small Tracts Act, which is some 
what simpler than the Forsat Service Small Tracts Act. 

Tract 821 - We concur with transfer to Forest Service. 

Tract 903 - Deer Creek (40 acxes in Section 27, T. 6 S.. R. 73 W., 6th P.M.). 
The south side of this tract borders the Forest but is surrounded by private 
development on the other three sides. This 40 acres wes withdrawn in 1909 for 
s Forest Service Administrative Site. The withdrawal was revoked by Public 
Law 6136 published in the Federal Register on February 17, 1982, Volnme 47. 
No. 32 at Page 6851 and should no longer present a problem in disposing to 
other entities as indicated in the draft. A county road (which is also a 
Forest Development Road) and several private access roads currently traverse 
the tract. The private access roads would create management problems if 
transferred and the tract has no outstanding values for National Forest 
purposes. Public access to the Forest currently exists via the county road; 
we suggest disposal to adjoining landowners or the grating permittee. 

Tract 904 - This tract is bordered on the east and west by state land. 
Transfer to the State is recommended if it is to be retained in public 
ownership. 

Trsct 907 - This tract carries with it disproportionate costs of 
administration and would add little to the National Forest. We recwend that 
disposal to adjoining lendowners or private parties would be more appropriate. 

Tract 911 - We concur vith transfsr to Forest SErvice as per HR 3601 to Modify 
the Boundary of the Pike Nstionsl Forest. 

Tract 1003 - These parcels are heavily encumbered with recreational and 
utility developments. It would not make a logical addition to the National 
Forest but it might be en apptopriatc addition to El Past County or the City 
of Colorado Springs. 

It would be in the public interest to retain Rights of Ways across several 
wscts identified for disposal to others. Tracts 902 and 605 are exsmples. 
Others would be reservations across selected parcels within the mineral 
fraction tracts such as 603. 807, and 808. We would appreciate having the 
opportunity for input into disposal designs. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft. If you need further 
information or would like to discuss eny of our concerns further. please 
contact Austin Condon. 

Sincerely. 

Forest Supervisor 

EC: 
Districts 
Pike and San Isabel NFe 
RO, Lands 

18. 
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19 MR. CULLAN: You want the last one to sign up 

to be one of first ones to speak. 

I have little bit of trouble with any of the 

alternatives. We know that A is not going to be considered 

due to the fact that’s the one you have In effect now and 

you’ve spent all this time to make a change. WC know 

there’s going to be a change. 

With any of the others that you do have, I’m 

afraid that there are things that are not addressed that 

would need to be in each and every one of the counties and in 

the different areas of the counties. Just like with Gilpin, 

our parcels of land under the BLW and the area that they 

are in create some problems as far as our land-use 

planning. They arc in mining areas. A great many of them 

are under location claims. 

Yet the ones right next to us in Clear Creek 

County are in an area that could very definitely affect 

their economic development within that county. 

So I think we’ve got some problems in each and 

every area where you have this. And to be able to pick any 

one of those alternatives that’s going to fit the whole 

problem, it’s not only going to be difficult, it’s truly 

going to be impossible. I know that you’re going towards 

one of them. 

I have problems in the way that you -- in, 

what is it, I believe it’s D, and E. where you do dispose of 

the property to private interests. I think you’re probably 

aware of the errors in the southwest portion of the Gilpin 

area where we have all of the mining claims. And some of 

them have tried to develop them and get around the state 

laws, as far as this subdivision type of thing. 

This is in the areas of your small parcels of 

land. And the BLM will do nothing but increase this 

problem for our land use. 

But also almost every one of those are under 

location claims; yet unlike the Forest Service, where this 

is taken into consideration and people with the location 

claims or adjacent property owners are the first ones that 

have the opportunity to purchase the properties, you don’t 

state that that’s going to happen, or that that’s the way 

it will be addressed. 

I’m very concerned how you’re going to dispose 

of some of this. And I know that that’s the way it’s going 

to go. You’re going to be disposing of some of it. And we 

are concerned and we were -- they very definitely listened 

to us in the regulations for the Forest Service for 

disposing of these properties and it was addressed. But in 

this case it isn’t addressed. 

So I hope that will be taken into 

consideration whenever you get down to your alternatives in 

the final drafts. 

Thank you. 

19. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 1 HUMAN SERVICES Public Health Service 

Cmurt for Diuw Control 
Atlanta GA 30333 

Mr. Frank Young. Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
NorCheast Resource Ares 

July 11. 1984 

20 
10200 Wese 44th Avenue t222 
Wheatridge, Colorado 80033 

Deer Mr. Young: 

We have reviewed the Dreft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 
Northeast Resource Area/Resource Management Plan. We ere responding for the 
U.S. Public Health Service end are offering our cmentl for your 
consideration in the preparation of the final document. 

Our review primarily addresses the effects that mining and increae.ed 
residential development will have on the Northeast Resource Are=. Mining. 
particularly surface mining, will greatly disturb ehe soil end contribute Co 
erosion. The eroded material will then enter the sereem cauring 1 rilEation 
problem with loss of aquatic bioca and deterioration of water quality. Alao, 
the chemical quality of the atreems could be effected by drainage from mines 
and from spoils piles. Mining will likely be pursbed under 811 of the 
alternatives. Therefore the mitigative measure8 which will be required Lo 
reduce ehe impact of siltation should be discussed in the fine1 EIS. 

Likewise,. residential construction on land sold to private individuela would 
increase .9tream siltation. There should be swe essurance ehet mitigative 

measures to minimize erosion will be required by the local government egcncy. 

Finally. if the 40-acre menagemene unit 508 is converted to private property, 
the tilted sedimentary rocks in rhe area should be evalueted for potential 
stability and safety problems that would impact on future conseruction. If 
formetion instability constieuces a hazard, the site should be retained by e 
federal agency. 

We appreciate the opportunity to cOrnmeat on the Draft EIS. Please send us e 
copy of the final EIS when it becomes available. Any questions regerding our 
conunents should be addressed to Mr. Hal Elrmett at FTS 236-4161. 

Chief, Environmental Affair8 Group 
Environmental Eealth Service# Divirioa 
Center for Environmental Nealeh 

20. 
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Ll MR. RRUSICA: My name is Joe Iiruska. I'm a 

resident at Idaho gpringe in Clear Creek County, a taxpayer 

there. 

I think that the alternative preferred by the 

Bureau ir probably a11 right, with one exception. I think, 

rather than turn over the management to the Forest Service, I 

think they have a competent management team in this district, 

and other districts also, and It ought to be retained under 

their management, with the exception that some areas should 

ba turned over to gubllc entities, either by sale or by gift 

or title exchange, not to be retained under BLM management or 

retained by the agency. 

An example of this would be the Georgetown 

Dam, which is kind of operated by the City of Georgetown. 

It’s one of those aroam where there is no good management by 

myone. and 1 think it one entity handled it, or ar\other. I 

think they could manage it in a better fashion. 

I believe the proper procedure for the Bureau 

is to sell the land, the anal1 parcels of land, throughout 

the district and get them on the public or on the private tax 

rolls. In Couhtlcs like Clear Creek, where 14 percent of our 

land, I believe, is BLM, 80 some, I think about 84 to 86, 

percent of the land la controlled and owned by public 

entities and don’t -- and these entities, even though they do 

have some funds, atill roqulro county care. 

For example, the ?oreat Service management. 

they manage by closing all the campgrounds and by removing 

the public toilota and wella. And then the private sector or 

the county has to take care of the trespass caused by this. 

When lndivldualm can’t get on foreat lands because of closed 

roads, they go on private land. And the sheriff has to be 

called, and the jails are full. It all winds up as more 

expense to the taxpayer, with very little or no 

reimbursement. 

I don’t believe the Forest Service people at 

this stage are good managers. They believe in management by 

wildfire and by allowing bugs to destroy the forest and 

create -- do their managing for them in that sense. They 

closed the roads, And this is not management; this is simply 

a closing. 

Then the same with the campgrounds; they 

allow them to be destroyed and, as we have to do in our Clear 

Creek County, the taxpayers have to pay for maintenance and 

the clean-up of these, or have the aye sora. 

So I don’t believe they are proper managers. 

I believe the Bureau of Land Management people are. And I 

think they ought to retain control. 
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But they ought to clean up the small sectors 

that are left by mining over the Years by various transfers 

of title. And that's the part that they can’t manage now, 

because they don’t even know where it is, in many cases they 

are so small. I think those ought to be transferred, and 

especially in counties like ours, and put in the private 

sector. 

And that is it. Thank you 

21. 

DAVIS, GRAHAM & STUBBS 
A”O”YC,S .T LAW 

Mr. Frank Young 
Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 22 
Denver Federal Center, Building 41 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Re: Patent of lands underlying Jackson Reservoir 

Dear Mr. Young: 

These comments are submitted on behalf of the Jackson 
Lake Reservoir and Irrigation Company (“Reservoir Company”) in 
response to the proposed disposal of the public lands lying 
underneath and immediately adjacent to Jackson Lake. 

Jackson Lake has been in existence since before 
1900. It is not a natural lake, but rather is an irrigation 
reservoir formed as a result of the construction of a dam and 
dike by the predecessors in interest of the Reservoir Company. 
Water is stored in Jackson Reservoir under a 1901 decree for 
400 c.f.s., and also under a 1929 refill decree. A perpetual 
right-of-way for the reservoir was granted by the United 
States in 1898. The water stored in Jackson Lake is primarily 
used by shareholders in times of drought when alternate 
supplies are either inadequate or nonexistent. 

While the Bureau of Land Management cannot be faulted 
for considering the State of Colorado as the logical party to 
receive the patent for the lands lying underneath Jackson Lake 
Reservoir, further reflection on the unique situation at 
Jackson Lake reveals that such an action would not be in 
accordance with the primary and dominant use of the land and 
thus not in the public interest. If a disposal of the 
interests of the United States is authorized, the Reservoir 
Company, and not the State of Colorado, is the logical 
patentee of the lands underlying Jackson Lake. This 
conclusion is supported by a consideration of the legal and 
equitable factors present in this case. 

First, the history of federal involvement in the west 
is repleat with examples of the dedicated pursuit of a policy 
to encourage the development of water resources. Congress 
passed statutes such as the Act of March 3, 1897, under which 
the Reservoir Company acquired its right-of-way, with the 
specific intent of aiding the development of water resources. 
As eloquently expressed at the public meeting on September 10, 
1984, by Mr. Harold Griffith and Mr. Robert Kula, members of 

the Board of Directors of the Reservoir Company, the primary 
purpose of the reservoir is to provide water to sharsholdsrs 
of the Reservoir Company. Other benefits are secondary to 
this primary purpose of the grant. In light of this 
congressional intent and purpose, we question the right of 
the BLM to convey any rights whatsoever in the residual 
interests of the United States in the property subject to the 
right-of-way. If the right does exist, the only permissible 
patentee is the Reservoir Company as the owner of the dominant 
right-of-way. Any other dispostion would be contrary to the 
policy and intent of Congress to aid and protect the develop- 
ment of water resources in the arid west, and would also be in 
derogation of the duty of the United States to protect the 
interests of its prior grantee. 

Secondly, the disposal of lands underlying Jackson 
Reservoir to other than the Reservoir Company would have the 
unavoidable effect of creating problems for the Reservoir 
Company. The amorphous nature of a right-of-way and the 
accompanying uncertainty as to the scope and extent of the 
rights of the owner of the land as opposed to the owner of the 
right-of-way guarantees that problems will exist so long as 
the title to the property is held by different parties. 
Conversely, uncertainty, and therefore litigation, can be 
avoided if the title to the property is consolidated and held 
by one party. In this case, the Reservoir Company is the only 
logical patentee of the lands underneath Jackson Reservoir 
because it owns the right-of-way over it. 

This conclusion is buttressed by the fact that there 
are very few uses of a reservoir which are not inconsistent 
with the purpose of the grant of the right-of-way. A reser- 
voir, by its very nature, comes close to being an exclusive 
use of the property upon which it is located. For example, 
the existence of a permanent structure such as a dam and dike 
is a total and exclusive use of the public land involved. No 
other structures can be built on the area covered by the dam 
and dike, and unauthorized access across such structures must 
be prohibited to insure that the physical integrity of the 
structure is not threatened. Likewise, the use of the surface 
of the reservoir by boats could cause erosion of the dam and 
dike. Accordingly, the patentee of the land underlying the 
reservoir acquires very little unless they also own the 
dominant right-of-way. These factors indicate that public 
policy is best served by the consolidation of the rights to 
the property in one entity, thereby avoiding conflict and 
litigation. 

Third, although the State of Colorado obviously has 
invested resources in the development of recreational facili- 
ties at Jackson Lake, its investment is dwarfed by that of the 
investment of the Reservoir Company in its structures and 
water rights. Moreover, if the land underlying Jackson Lake 
is patented to the Reservoir Company, the Reservoir Company 

will certainly give serious consideration to a lease with the 
State of Colorado to permit recreational uses of Jackson Lake 
for the useful life of the existing facilities owned by the 
State of Colorado. In this manner the equities of the State 
of Colorado could be protected. 

Finally, as pointed out by Messrs. Griffith and Kula, 
without Jackson Lake there would be no recreation at the 
site. Accordingly, recreational activities exist as a result 
of the efforts and expenditures of the Reservoir Company. It 
would be inequitable to grant to another party any right to 
benefit from or exert control over the assets of the Reservoir 
Company. , . Furthermore, due to the nature of the recreational 
opportunities offered at Jackson Lake, the cooperation of the 
Reservoir Company is absolutely essential to the continuation 
of recreational activities at the site. Without this coopera- 
tion, it is conceivable that there will be no lake whatsoever 
available for recreation. 

In accordance with the above, the Jackson Lake 
Reservoir and Irrigation Company hereby requests that you deny 
the application of the State of Colorado for a patent for the 
lands underlying Jackson Reservoir. The Board of Directors of 
the Jackson Lake Reservoir and Irrigation Company may, in the 
near future, authorize the submission of an application for a 
patent of the lands underlying its reservoir pursuant to 43 
U.S.C. $ 1713 and 43 C.P.R. 4 2711.3-2. At the very least, it 
is imperative that the process for the disposal of these lands 
not go forward until there has been an adequate settlement of 
disputes existing between the Reservoir Company and the State 
of Colorado regarding recreational activities at Jackson 
Lake. In add it ion, the existing uncertainty as to the owner- 
ship of the land underneath the house owned by the Reservoir 
Company should be dealt with prior to the disposal of these 
lands. Otherwise, the existing situation could be complicated 
even further by subsequent transfers of rights to property in 
the area. 

Sincerely Yours, 

Bennett W. Raley 
for 

DAVIS, GRAHAM 6 STUBBS Wik 

Attorneys for Jackson Lake 
Reservoir 6 Irrigation Company 

CC: Board of Directors 
Jackson Lake Reservoir 
and Irrigation Company 
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS RICH FERDINANDSEN 
District No. 1 

MARJORIE E. CLEMENT 
District No. 2 

DONALD C. STANBRO 
District No. 3 

August 27, 1984 23 
Mr. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Colorado Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center 
Building 41 
Denver, CO 80225 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Jefferson County appreciates the opportunity to review and 
comment on the Bureau of Land Management's Draft Resource 
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement for BLM 
managed lands along the front Range of Colorado. 

Comments on Management Unit 702 (Eldorado Mountain) in Coal 
Creek Canyon in Northern Jefferson County (Section Two, Township 
2 South, Range 71 West). 

The BLM owns surface and mineral right (i.e., crushed stone) 
to 283.6 acres of land east of Eldorado Mountain in the Coal 
Creek Canyon area of.northern Jefferson County. It is our 
understanding that the following facts apply to that land: 

1. The BLM has salable minerals on the land for which 
sale of lease of the minerals is possible and that 
obtaining a BLM permit to mine is also possible. 

2. The BLM considers mining on the property to have 
only minor conflicts with identified values of the 
land, such values include wildlife, water quality, 
recreation and open space. 

Jefferson County has recently denied a rezoning request for 
the mining of rock in the immediate vicinity of Management 
Unit 702. This rezoning request was made by the Flatirons 
Company of Boulder, Colorado. The Board of County Commis- 
sioners considered the value of wildlife, water quality and 
quantity, recreation, open space, visual impact and nearby 
residential areas. In their findings, the mining proposal as 
presented was found to be in major conflict with these 
factors; therefore, it is requested that the BLM reconsider 
its management plan for this area. 

Should the BLM consider any further applications to purchase 
or lease the land and minerals in Management Unit 702, it is 
the position of Jefferson County that, even though the mining 
operations would occur on federal land, since it would be 
accomplished by a private company for private gain, local 
zoning regulations necessarily pertain to the operation. 

Comments on Management Units 909 (Cathedral Spires - Sec. 10, 
Township 7 South, Range 70 West) and 910 (Foxton - Section 20, 
Township 7 South, Range 70 West) in Southern Jefferson County 
near the Reynolds Ranch County Open Space Park. 

Jefferson County has no objections to the BIN's management 
philosophy on these lands. The Reynolds Ranch County Open 
Space Park, which is in the immediate vicinity of Management 
Units 909 and 910, is managed by the County for its open 
space, recreation, wildlife, and esthetic values. The County 
would like to see the BLM lands in the area managed with 
consideration given to these same values. 

Again, thank you for your referral and please advise Jefferson 
County of any change in status of Management Unit 702 
(Eldorado Mountain). 

Sincerely, 

JOHN MacFARLANE 
Director 

LARIMER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS’* 
RECREATIONDEPARTMENT 

August 1, 1984 

Frank Young 
BLM NE Resource Area 
Denver Federal Center 
Bldg. 41, Room 139 
Denver, CO 80225 

This letter is in regards to the land declared surplus by your 
agency near Livermore, Colorado. The parcel is described as 
Livermore, Sect. 33, T 10 N, R 70 W, 80 acres and is listed 
as having a preferred alternative of being disposed of by your 
agency. 

Should the land become available, Larimer County is requesting 
that we become the recipient, for use as a future park area. 

Thank You. 

Sincerely, 

LARIMER COUNTY RRCREATION DEPT. 

&fwsb 
John EacFarlane 

cc: Larimer County Commissioners 
G. Rex Smith 
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Rocky Mountain Federation 

d 

.Mine&ical Societies, Inc. 
Eduosllonel NonprofIt Tu Exompl Organisrllon 

25 
July 2. 1984 

District MBoager 
U.S.Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 
Cenon City, Colorado 

Subject: DRAFT: Northeast Resource Are8 
Resource Management Plan/ 
%vironmant*l Impact Statement. 

Prom: Lev Snow, Sr., President Elect 
Rocky Mountain Federation of 
Minerslogicrl Societies, Inc. 

Gentleman: 

The above mentioned report shows a great amount of effort, 

study and planning vent into it's composition. I am sure 

the environmentslest vi11 be quite pleased. However, I 

would like to see more concentrated effort put forth in 

boundary markers. For sure you people who are working 
right in your OM back yards know the extent of these 

properties, but those of us who only on ocossions have to 

knov where they *r‘s have * great deal of trouble. Ranchers 

seem to be more relucent then svar to give informstion on 

boundaries and accssses. 

Boundaries more clearly m*rked especially gates end *ocsss 

roads denoting B.L.M. land vhen blocked by private properties, 

efforts on behalf of this would be greatly appreciated by the 

group I represent, 106 clubs with * q smbsrship of 6,822 - 

sppreoiative rockhounds and non-professional prospectors. 

‘GEYS GALORE I" U" lYFYS EN 
CAOIRET TNEATLR. TULSA COUNTY 

JUNE ä cto. mu. HOSTED BY TULSA nocu A YINER*L s)ocum 

United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF MINES 

P.O. BOX 25086 
BlllLDINCZO.DENVER PLDLRALCENTLR 26 

DENVEKCOLORAD‘, 80225 

Intermountain Field Operations Center 

July 17, 1984 

Memorand- 

To: Frank Young, Area Manager, Northeast Resource Area, Bureau of Land 
Nenagement, 10200 Weat 44th Avenue #222, Uheat Bidge. Colorado 80033 

From: Chief, Intermountain Field Operations Center 

Subject: Draft Northeast Resource Area Management Plan and Environmental 
Impact Statement 

Personnel of the Intermountain Field Operationa Center, Bureau of Mines. have 
reviewed the draft resource management plan/environmental impact statement for 
the Northeast Resource Area, Colorado, as you requested 

Five alternatives for managing the resources of about 40,000 acres of public 
land, plus about 615,000 acres of Federal mineral estate, are presented and 

analyzed in terms of 29 Issues. Our comeras concern management of the 
Federal mineral resources in the resource area, which are related mainly to 
issues 18 - 21. 

Brief descriptions of the substantial mineral resources of the resource area 
(pp. 20-21) are generally adequate, but for a better perspective of their 
importance, Inclusion of the follaving data may be ueeful. Several of the 
most productive metal mining districts In Colorado lie within the area, 
including those at Idaho Springr. Central City, and Ralston Buttes. Yhe 
cumulative value of locatable mineral production Is several hundred million 
dollars, and continuing exploration, developent, and production et these 
and several other districts Is indicative of the potential of these areas. 

Three other important mineral products from the resource area not mentioned 
are cement, lime, and gypsum. Incidentally, the last paragraph under salable 
minerals apparently belongs with locatable minerals. (Under certain circum- 
stances, deposits of normally salable minerals would be subject to location 
under the mining laws, too.) 

Oil and gas are correctly listed as the most important economic minerals in 
the resource area. For perspective. about 450 million barrels of oil and 
965 billion cubic feet of gas have been uroduced. More than 130 million tons 
of coal (20 percent of the State's total) have been produced and remaining 
resources are estimated to be 20 to 25 billion tons in the Laramie Formation 
and 10 to 15 billion tons in the Denver Formation. 

We commend you for the analysis of environmental consequences (ch. IV) th*t 
describes impacts on mineral resources in terms of availability and mineral 
potential (pp. 34-37). For this level of analysis, we agree with your selec- 
tion of mineral potential categories (App. A) and degrees of mineral avail- 
ability as set forth (pp. 6-g). One reeervation: acquired l*nds should 
not be considered closed for locatable minerala, unless the intent is not 
to lease the locatable minerals on these lands. The important point is not 
whether the l*ad is open for location, but-whether the (normally) locatable 
mfnerals are available (by location z lease), and this should be shown in 
the analyais. 

On the other hand, It Is disconcerting to note that so much of the Federal 
mineral estate In the resource area is unavailable or avaiiable with restric- 
tions (concern *re*s, or no surface occupancy) under most of the alternatives, 
InClUding the one preferred. (See tables IV-42 to W-54.) Although disposal 
or transfer of the public lands In the resource area may make good sense for 
other management reasons, the resulting loss or decreased availablIlIty of 
mineral resources must be weighed against those benefits. Such lose is 
especially significant In areaa of high mineral potential. For example, 
20.880 acres of 37,170 acres of public land are rated high potential for 
locatable minerals; all ate closed (2,600 acres under the preferred alterna- 
tive) or lie In concern atem (18,280 acres) where management emphasis will 
be placed on preserving other Important resource values or mitigating damage 
to them by restricting mineral activities (table U-47). Similarily, a 

major portion of the public lands that are rated high potential for oil and 
gas (9710 acres) are unsuitable (570 acre*), or subject to yearlong (7410 
acrea) or seasonal (590 acrer) no surface occupancy restrictions (table IV-54). 
(We note that more of the larger acre*ge of subsurface Federal mineral estete 
rated high potential is available.) 

Nevertheless. we suggest that you reek ways to mitigate, or at least discuss 
more fully, whet appears to be a substantial adverse Impact. especially on the 
locatable minerals on public lands in established mining districts. Neither 
the concluding sections of chapter IV nor the summary chart comparing altern- 
atives (pp. 10-13) describe this Impact adequately. 

Donald P. Blasko 
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lolxtalilerndnerals dfzkbpmt~thltltheFLult~Mineral 
Beltlf3betterthantlE-tedvaluee~~. specificto 
oiladg3r3,aplicychaqgeandcormcthofasig&hnt 
ermrinourcalaila~giveanuchbetter~~ 
latlng. Alao,aaQotedlnthedraft,eeaaoaaloryear~no 
surfaceocqmcyrpstrictionmybereducedaa:wai~atthe 
disczticnoftheIlistrfct~r. 

July 20, 1984 

Rank Yang, Area K%nager 
BureauofLandManag.snsnt 
Northeast Nesarce Area 
DenverF&alCenter 
Building 41, Bum 129 
Denver, a3 80225 

Dear Rank: 

27 

He: Bureau of Lands-t Draft Northeast Re-ce~eamvir~tal 
Inpactstamt/ReMxuce Manag-t Plan. 

I wish to make this response to the draft envir-tal iapact staWnant 
on the Northeast Resau-ce A&a Kanagmsnt Plan. I am a consulting 
gaolcgical and mining engineer with a number of clients in the Clear Creak 
and Gilpin County area. AL1 are srall independent mine operators. I also 
work with my husband and son as part of Fkxch Bxploratioh & Mining Corp. 
which is mrking co several mineral exploration projects in Cleat Creek 
ccunty. 
claim, 

Welch of the mrk involves both patented and unpatented mining 
with theunpatentsdclaim mlandmrrently-gedbyeither the 

Forest Service or the Bureau of Land Mamgemut. 

I am opposed toanyof thealternatives listsdin the rescurcemnagment 
plan that wmild turn nvaqemant of BIM lands in Clear Greek andGilpin 
Counties over to the Forest Service. I would like to see ths continuation 
of current managmant by the BIM (Alternative A). 

Porest Service regulations are less favorable for mineral daveloprent than 
those of the BIM. Access regulations areaore difficult aad expensive to 
carply with. I would, personally, prefer to uxk with the BU4 when it 
cores to permitting a mine. Forest Service regulations are m&able, but 
are often aore tiins consuming thah thoseof theBIH.Thedegree towhich 
the regulations and the guidelines toenforce those regulationssustbs 
-lied with often depends on who is in charge in a district. Ws have 
been very fortunate in CUT area to have had District Rangers who have been 
easy to work with and who havehad scmaunderstandingof theproblems 
facing the smll independent operator or prospector. Since the Forest 
Service seme to transfer their district rangers (fcur District Rangers 
since 1977) and other perscmnel frequently, there is -times a lack of 
continuity with mine permitting. 

If the alternative finally chosen by the BIM includes disposal of BIM 
lands to the general public or to the ccuuty governmant or other entities, 
do uot separate themineral rights fmn the surface. As pointedoutin cne 
of the ametings with yui, I believe this will only bring prcblenrs to the 
future cmers. 

I would like to point cut that in Kauag-t Unit EOE-Alps Wuntain, the 
draft inpact statement has listed (page 85) the cultural (historic) value 
of the area an IIone or no value. I believe this to be in error. The area 
includes the site of the old mining tom of Reelaud, numarms historic 
mines, several graves (with headstones), old cabins, an early arrastra, 
several horse whim, and tbs site of the oldBonita Smalter. Portions of 
mauyoftheseareonBIMland. 

I would like to see specific review process set up for each parcel of land 
considered for disposal by the BIM. Perhaps in this way information fraa 
surrounding land owners or other individuals knowledgeable about specific 
areas wculd bs considered before a decision is made. 

I hops that these suggestions will be considered in the final -g-t 
plan selected by the Bureau ofIaudManag-tfortheCleatCreekaud 
Gilpin County area. 

very -1Y ycurs, 

Patricia C. Msch 

A6agitmalpolicy,l8&wlthtmpatdzedcli3h3willnotbe 
i3old,thoq$linKmE!ins-landImybeeoldsubjectto 
exlating~clallm. Ldaoclahd,ifOtherwlsesultable 
*dieposal,~Yl=~ aWlableifandzralexdnati 
ptbclah3lmdidorm~lade~tobe 
iTgrqrh&~Bcceptahletotkndnjngclalmant. InaddItIon, 

-mtateIsllmitedtotwoaltuatlala: 
fh3t,lfnolaine!dvaluelElldQtlfled;or~,lfknu4n 
ndneral~existendade~~iermdethatthe 
axend m3erva~oflhmbral8wxiLdpzxludeor 
lnterferewkhtheappmgdate~~andthe 
nanuhml~ieamore bemfi&luaeofthladthan 
mbraldevelapnent,thetlti - estate CaiLd be 
pdmedattheapp&aedfalrmdcetvalue.Farthismasm 
thetrausferofsubmnfacee8tatewillbehaudledma 
ceeo-by-casewthmqghanalysisna*=l 
-0 

lhregmltobhmgnmtuait808(Alpe~tain)anerrorwas 
I&de 88 to lamIn hiatorld sites. %ankyuuforthe 
lnfonmtb hi& backs up the chmge to l5B Statebcd 
intereat in lalml sites. 

United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

IN REPLY REFER 70: 

L7619 (W-PC) 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN REGIONAL OFFICE 
655 Pufn SCM 
P.O. Box 25287 

hwcr. Cokmdo 80225 2 
A!? 13 1984 

8 
Memorandum 

To: Area Manager, Northeast Resource Area, Bureau of Land Manage, It, 
Wheatridge. Colorado 

From: Associate Regional Director, Planning and Resource Preserva’ an, 
Rocky Mountain Region 

Subject: Rev,iew of Northeast Resource Area Draft Resource Management Plan/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/EIS) (DES 84/7) 

The National Perk Service (NPS) has reviewed the subject document and has the 
following comments. 

The planning boundaries of the Northeast Resource Area encompass 21 potential 
or existing national natural landmarks (19 potential. 1 designated and 1 
required). Most of these are not on lands administered by the Bureau of Land 
Hanegement (BLM). However, portions of two potential national natural land- 
marks ere located on two separate parcels administered by the BLX. These 
parcels are in Golden Gate State Park (Zone Map 6/7--Unit No. 701). and Platte 
Canyon (Zone Map g--Unit No. 911). 

We recommend that the RMPIEIS reflect the existence of the tw above mentioned 
potential landmarks. Further planning for the resource area should take into 
account these potential designations and avoid impacts that would adversely 
affect the outstanding ecological end geological features of these areas. This 
is especially needed under the shown preferred alternative for no BLH retention 
of public lands in the eree. Further Information on the national natural 
landmark program may be obtained from Ms. Carole Madison of this office, 
telephone (303) 234-6443. 

Zone Map 5(b) does not reflect the changes of Public Law 96-560 relative to the 
boundaries of Rocky Mountain National Park. Public Law 96-560, Section III (c) 
specifies: “The Federal lands vithin the administrative jurisdiction of the 
(BLM) and within the areas referred to es E-2 and GL-3 on the map referred to 
in subsection (a) shall be rransferred to Rocky Mountain National Park l * *.‘I 
Parcel E-2 contains BLM management unit 510, containing 120 acres, which wee 
included in the park. 

(&jJ&aw~~- 
‘chard A. Strait 
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Chief of Planning 
Elaine Zielinski 
Bureau of Land Management 
Lands & Renewable Resources 
P. E. c. 
1037 - 20th Street 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

July 20, 1984 

Re: The North Poudre Irrigation Company 
Wellington, Colorado - Property of 
the United States of America located 
in Larimer County, Colorado in or 
adjacent to North Poudre Reservoirs 

Dear Ms. Zielinski: 

As you know, the North Poudre Board of Directors and myself 
met with the Bureau of Land Management in Wheatridge on May 13, 
1983. A copy of a letter written August 11, 1983 is enclosed. 

Your records should show that Mr. Robert L. Stieben, the 
President and Mr. Manuel Pineda, a Director, appeared at the 
meeting held in Fort Collins, Colorado on June 5, 1984. 

As we explained to you, The North Poudre Irrigation Company in 
Wellington, Colorado is a mutual ditch and reservoir company which 
has provided water to farmers and ranchers and others for over 75 
years in Northern Colorado. It operates 22 reservoirs. 

From the discussions and from North Poudre records there is 
some land the United States owned as a part of Halligan Reservoir 
and owned as a part of North Poudre Reservoir No. 2, No. 5, No. 6 
and No. 15. 

As we understand it, the Federal government is still con- 
sidering giving some of this land to the State of Colorado and 
selling the remainder. 

This property has been an integral part of the North Poudre 
system for the entire time of its existence. As stated at the 
meeting, North Poudre wishes to make arrangements so it can either 
acquire the property or have the opportunity to acquire the prop- 
erty. Arrangements could be made so that the Colorado Division Of 
Wildlife would be able to protect wildlife in these areas if that 
is desirable. If protection is necessary, it has gone on through 
all of these years with the assistance of North Poudre. You should 
not take away the opportunity for North Poudre to acquire this land 
where it has a legitimate interest and its efforts and the assess- 
ments paid by its stockholders have made this property attractive 
to the State of Colorado. 

There are numerous reasons why it is very important for North 
Poudre to have the right to acquire the land. For example, it 
needs. to control access from a safety standpoint and in connection 
with the maintenance and operation of its reservoirs: it needs to 
be in a position so when reservoirs are rehabilitated and if some 
additional ground is necessary it can quickly use that which has in 
fact been a part of the reservoir all these years: it should not 
have outsiders immediately involved in the ownership of lands 
necessary for the operation and maintenance of the reservoirs. 

What can we do to explore North Poudre's acquisition of this 
land? What statutory rights do you recognize with regard to North 
Poudre being an adjacent owner and shouldn't it have the right to 
first try to make acquisition by purchase from the U. S. before 
lands are given to the State of Colorado? If a purchase arrange- 
ment could be worked out with North Poudre, .wouldn't that be better 
for the Federal government than a give away to the State of Colorado? 

Finally, I am sending a copy of this letter to Congressman 
Brown of this District and asking for his assistance and further 
asking that he discuss this matter with the Secretary of Interior 
to see what can be done to protect North Poudre's rights. 

The agriculture economy has enough problems with having 
its pleas fall on deaf ears. 

Please let us hear where this matter presently stands. 

/Very truly yours, 

A'J?I/th 
Enclosure 
Area Manager 
Northeast Resource Area 
U. S. Department Of Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 
Denver Federal Center 
Building 41 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Honorable Hank Brown 
United States Congressman 
1510 Longworth Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Mr. Robert L. Stieben 
5608 N.E. Frontage Road 
Fort Collins, CO 80524 

29. 

NorthEbudre'zrrigationbqmy 
'Ihe~plwnoudesignateeNorthRDudrereeervloirnrmbers 
2, 5, 6, ad 15 aa public a&or private disposal. Ihe ane 
tract of public lam3 associated with Halligan Resenmir is 
designatedpublicdispcmal. 

lhepublicanl/orprivatedesignatimEcae thatbothtypes of 
resoumevaluesamrecq&edandthatdiearee~betuemthe 
B[M,the~servoircanpany,endtheStateofQlorado~ttake 
placebeforeafinalreaolutiaaonthedbpu3aloflmdoccamk 

lhe Mligan resenmir tractofpublic lmdi8prinurilyabuue 
thewmterlineardhassignificalt~ic~ae~to 
privateas~bp~~ytoal~stateEgrllcrrdtk 
pl?qmedRuatan~State~ Fortbaa reaeam diqmaal 
isplamed&xaplblicenti~probablytheState~ard 
altdoorBexTeathDiviah 

UwlTaD STATas 
NUCLEAR REWIATORY COMMISSION 

wAsHINQTow. D. c. zssss 

MAY 9lw 30 
Mr. Frank R. Young, Arw Hanagcr 
U.S. Ilopartrnt of the Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
10200 West 44th Avenue 1222 
llheatrldge. Colorado 80033 

Uaar Mr. Young: 

In response to your letter of Hay 1984. we have reviewed the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) prepared by the U.S. Department of the Interior. Bureau 
of Land Management, for the Northeast Resource Area Resource Management Plan. 
Our review was directed to khether the action described in the draft EIS 
involved matters within our jurisdiction by law or special expertise or had 
any potential impact on NRC llcensod facilities. No potential effects were 
identified; therefore, we have no specific comnents on the draft EIS. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft document. 

Sincerely. 

Richard H. Vollner, Director 
Division of Engineering 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

30. 
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smm Rapmnlllllllm Memoor: 
JIM 2CHERER 
Box 1210 

Bush444 Aflairs and 

Idaho sprlnps. colomda soa? 
Labor Cornmid 

COLORADO 
Hmn pham: 367-2020 Eduulion Committee 
Sualneu Dhone: 422.0074 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
capllol pk.: SW-2919 

July 25. 1904 

Frank Young, Area huger 
Noftheaat Buourcm Area. Burmu of Land Managemane 
Dmper Federal Center. Building 141 
Dmver. Colorado 80225 

Dam Mr. ~0~18: 

I would like to add emphasis to the rcquertr from Clear Crrk County and ita 

unicipalities that BUI land in the county be placed in the category for Spe- 

cial Review. 

Every podrive dnalopmmt step in the County that I have been invelvad with: 

rueh aa findins a r&o01 rite for the rchool district and l ttBpt8 to lure 

appropriate burinera intw*rtm to the County, has been frustrated by the lack 

of appropriate private land. WC are truly unique in the am11 munt of pri- 

vrte. urablc land H have available for my recreation, c-refal or ra#idm- 

tial expansion. 

Please uke aura our optiona for a future are not ahut. Look carefully and 

thoughfully rt our naedr. 

cc: Board of County bPdrrion8 
Ceorgctown, -10. 80444 

32. 

Sdmer, Jim bloraa0 Ibusi.q -iv& 
!3eampauietoClearbek~,No.9. 31. 

Robes, J. Evar 
Unit5o4waehnxltohavesaepblicvaluks, themfare, itis 
pmpoeed for pblic disposal. 
intfxest in this tract. 

LarimrGxmtyhasexpressedm 

,.-“:: 
‘RI --. Southern California Edison Company 

rr.0. .0X .I0 
100 LONC .EACM eL”D. 

LOHS .E.C”, C.LIFO”NI. *0101 

33 We did mt identify public vales on mit 505. Since it is a 
mall (40 acres) isolated tract with 110 plblic access, Ie are 
pmposirg that pdvate disposal is in the mtimal interest. 

MC. Frank Young, Area Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Northeast Resource Area 
10200 West 44th Avenue, 1222 
Wheatridge, CO 80033 

Dear Mr. Young: 

SUBJECT: Northeast Resource Area 
Draft RWP/EIS 

Southern California Edison Company appreciates the opportunity 
to comment on the above subject draft RMP/EIS. 

Based on our review and our current information, we have the 
following comments and recommendations for your consideration. 

The Southern California Edison Company and the Western Utility 
Group (WUG) have identified the existing and future energy de- 
mands of the eleven Western States through the year 2020. We 
believe that corridor designation is an important and critical 
element of land use planning and is an important planning tool 
for both land managers and the utility industry. 

Identification and designation of corridors in the land manage- 
ment planning process will assure public participation insuring 
that all resource values are identified and considered in their 
selection. Designated corridors should be of sufficient width 
to provide the necessary routing flexibility to avoid or miti- 
gate adverse impacts to environmentally sensitive areas located 
withln the corridor. 
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Mr. Frank Young -2- August 7, 1984 
34. 

While Southern California Edison Company has not identified any 
specific corridor requirement that would affect the Northeast 
Resource Area, we do recommend that corridors be designated in 
the locations shown by the WUG study to be included in all land 
use planning. 

Thank you for inviting our comments. We hope you will give them 
your full consideration in the preparation of the final RWP. If 
further details are needed, please contact Mr. L. R. Salas at 
(213) 491-2849. 

Very truly yours, 

-3 
/ 

33. 
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of U.S. and CANADA 
a 8900 N. Canine de Anaa Tucson, AZ 85704 35 0 UNITED FOUR WHEEL 

DRIVE ASSOCIATIONS 

Area Wanager, Northeast Resource Area 
Bureau of Land Wanagement - USDI 
10200 W. 44th Ave - t222 
Wheatridge, CO 80033 

July IO, 1984 

Dear Sir: 
RR: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

After reviewing your proposed management plan I congredualate you on 
doing au outstanding job of managing the public lands and resources. Your 
proposed nanagcment alternatives is excellent, and I agree is the best alt- 
ernative to select for this area. 

Your area is a land managers nightmare, with scattered parcels and most 
of the lands underwater. Your proposal to trade off certain parcela to the 
adjoining governmental agencies shows wise consideration of the publics concerns 
over land-use issues. 

These trades to the other agencies will have little if any impact to the 
natural resources or resource users. In fact by consolidating the resource lands 
everyone concerned will be better off. There will be negligable impact to ORV 
and recreational A-wheeling. Woat importantantly, the tax payers vi11 gain e 
672 cost savings over the long term. 

Thank you for this opportunity to make these ccsaaents. 

Sincerelv. 

Director, Land-Use 
U?VDA 

RESPECT...PROTECT...AND ENjOY: LAND, WATER, MOUNTAINS, AND SUN RESOURCES 

35. 
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APPENDIX A - METHODOLOGY 

See the draft RW/EIS. 

APPENDIX B - PROPOSED PLAN FOR PUBLIC LAND 

l.Iandstam3 

A.Retentim, Federal 

B.Diqceal,rm-Federal 

c.specFfic-,beforedisposal 

2. Acceaa 

A-ting,&!dplbllc 

B. Needed 

C.Nrae,exlstingnornefzded 

3.WUdlifeIkbitat 

A. 3mportant,babim ~taDdImin~ 

B.Gmeral,babitatpmte&on 

4.mnberand- 

A.A~,forsuminedyieldbamst 

B.-,=tedndnorbarvest 

c. NaicmIea, WitMrawn fmn bixrxeat 

D.Nmforest 

5.IiMf3tockGrazin!3 

A. -, P==~Y for grazins 

B.Open,togra&gap@icaticn 

c.clof3ed,tograziag 

6.MerQmlity 

A.CcncemArea,titified 

B.General,protectim 

7.mzersouItxa 

A. htm, sarrce idelwiad 

B.None,identified 

8.SoilErotxkm 

A.PmblemArea,anmctl.m 

B.StaliLe/~,hazard 

c. Moderate, hazard 

D.M&al/Sevw,bazanI 

9.Ag?sallturaluae 

~~,~appllcation 

B.Qmed,toapplicati 

10. kudfire 

A cboperative, CYmwol aglxsmt rEeded 

B. General, afjpmlltnotti 

ll.PJXXClibedatrning 

AOpea,for cmeidaatim 

B.Closed,topmcribedbuming 
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~*-QuaUty 

A.ChssI,superiarnatural~ 

B.Cb~~II,hl$iLynatmalacenery 

c.cLassIII,mDderatelynatraalscenery 

D.CbssIV,lowxWmalscenery 

E. (=Lass v, Idabillbtial leded 

14. Recmatialal oppcmmity 

A ftiFN4, E3d~timmaanotarized t2lx3mcter 

B.SF'M,aendpdndtlvemotorlzedchanzcter 

c. IbsdEd Natural, character 

D.Bmal,character 

E.Urbn,chsracter 

16. Ibikmwc (fossils) Wihs 

AclsssIa,signifi~tfc8sils~~ 

B.ClamIb,hi&potentialforfoesils 

c.classII,hpotentialfarfossils 

D.C3assIII,nopoteatial501:foesile 

18. Locatable o-ladmk) I4hralE 

A.ihUable,farlocatimofrln(nrr 

B.Cmcemh, ~withidentifledmimr~~ 

C.cLa3ed,to~~ofrlarnrP 

19.snlnhlp(sand,gravlel,rock)~ 

AQen,toappli~th 

B.ikUXCllArea,apeatithidentifiedminorcanfllct 

c.cllmed,togppucatim 

20. cod 

A.Sldtable,forcoal~ 

B.Open,mappllcatFou 

C.lJnBldtahle,fmdl#minn 

D.be,noaxil-dodtoappllcatim 

A standard, 8tApulatlals for lEtmIng 

B.Seamal,msurface OcQlplllcy stlpilaticas 

c. Yearlalg, m maface occqauq 

D.Open,forcaseby-case appllcationrevh 

E.Undbble,forleadq 

26.Fublichfon~aia1- A.Gmml,m 

28. Fmunrlcs -A. Geral, analysis stadards 
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Mgt. unit ACIES I%aqpmt 

1Ol.Trucktcln l.B Dispoeal/l 
Tl4s R61w 2cNom 

S35 40.00 3B &mral 
4D Nonforest 
5B Open 
6~hral 
7BNaE 
8B st&le/sligJt 
9A open 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14CRoadedNatural 
15E I& 
16D class III 
17BNaE 
18Ahilable 
19A Open 
EBB Open 
2lAstandsrd 
22-29AGgleral 

/l private. 

201. JlllesblJrg LB Dispo9al/l 
TllNR44w 2c Nom 

S18 34.04 3B General 
4DNonforest 
5B Open 
6B Gemral 
7BNone 
8B Stable/Slight 
9Aopen 

1OB Gemral 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x class III 
14D Rural 
15D High 
16B class lb 
17BNore 
18A Available 
19A Open 
2oDNol-e 
2lAstadu-d 
22-29AGeneral 

/l Private. 

/l FIlhu.c. 
l2ctllmlymld. 
/3Gm?aer~chidceh 
l4surface~ alhed beeem 7/l!i alai 3/2a cmly for 

glxdx!r prairk chidrenhabltat paledal. 

203. Sedgwick lB Disposal/l 
TloN ww 2cNone 

s17 40.00 3B Garetal 
4DIhhrest 
5B Open 
6B Gemral 
7BNals 
8B stable/slight 
9A Open 

1OB Gemral 
1uopen 
12B General 
13c class III 
14B SPM 
15D Hi.& 
16D class III 
17BNCXM? 
18A Available 
19A Open 
2oDNore 
2lAStsndad 
22-29A Gerreral 

/1l?ublic. 
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&t. unit Acres I4ana@mt 

204.by.63 lB Dispoeal/l 
'I6s R52w 2c Nod2 

s7 36.00 3BCkMXal 
4D Nonforest 
5B open 
6B General 
7BNone 
8B Stable/Slight 
9Aopen 

1OB Gemral 
1uopen 
12B General 
13c class III 
14B S'M 
15D High 
16D class III 
17BNCW 
18A Available 
19AQen 
2oDNoIE 
2lAstandard 
22-29AGemral 

/l Private. 
/2 Private road. 

205. WJw nIlisposal/l 
mlmw 2cNaE 

s24 40.00 3A r.lopmmtl2 
s25 40.00 4D Nmfarest 

8o.00 =Id?asd3 
BOpen 

6BGexEral 

E%sli$lt 
9Bched 

loB- 
mopen 
32BGerEral 
1xclasl3m 
14B SPM 
maib 
l6DclassIII 
17BNDne 
l8c clmed/4 
l9cclmed 
2oDNale 
msemanau5 
224% Gemral 

206.LClWlZBijOUQ u- lzNB5w 2cNau? 
sl7 40.00 3A hpoL-mt/P 

4D Ihfoxmt 
Bopea 
6AQmceInAre¶l3 
7BNax? 
&B stablel~t 
Nopen 

UIBGeoeral 
mopen 
l2B- 
l3cclasz3III 
14B SE'!4 
BHigfi 
IbDClaw III 
17BNow 
l8Brmrprnb 
19Bchrplnh 
XDNIXX! 
2lB!hamal/4 
22-2s t2ewml 

/lRivate?. 
12bbldeerandra~babi~t. 
mlood@ah,p0xxmns~indispaaal. 
/4 surface ocmpcy~be~7/ldll/l5adlyfar 

lmiledeerandraptorhaMtatptectial. 

207.IJprBijouQ. lBMsposaL/1 
mR6cM 2cNaE 

sL4 40.00 3A rmpa-nt/2 
4DNadonst 
sopaa 
6AchrpmArea/3 
7BNntx! 
8B stable/s;Ligfit 
9Bamed 

loBGecmal 
mopea 
l2B- 
l3Dclat3alsJ 
14B St4 
mm 
l6DcIlaBsIII 
17BNone 
l8B-h 
19B-ArFa 
2oDNa-E 
2lBseasonal/4 
22-29A Gemral 
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Mgt.Unit AClleS r%magmnt 

208. Washington 1BDisposalll 
l3s R5u-l 2c Nax?/P 

S21 40.00 3B General 
s23 120.00 4D I&&rest 

160.00 5B Open 
6~ Gewral 
7BNaE 
8Bstable/s1ight 
9A Open 

1OB Cemral 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14B 9pM 
15E Iaw 
16D Class III 
17BNXK? 
18A hrailable 
19AOpen 
2oDNaw 
2lAsmndsld 
22-29ACemral 

/l Private. 
12 Private mad to S23 cmly. 

209. Bonny lB Disposal/l 
15s R43w 2A Ekistingl2 

Sll .32 CNom 
s15 1.60 

1.92 
3AIqmrtawl3 
4D Nonfarest 
5B Open 
6B Gewral 
7BNaE 
8C Moderate 
9Bclosed 

1OB Gemral 
1uopen 
l2B Gemral 
13DClassIv 
14DRural 
l5DHigh 
16cclass II 
17BNone 
18CClosedl4 
19BCommArw/5 

CClOSd 
2mNom 
2lBSeasonaU6 

ELhmuitable 
22-29AGemral 

/lFublicwithUSF&NScawmltation. 
/2 county roai to the 8outLn lot in S15, private road 

to the north lot S15 only, all having walking access 
across Da4 l.adl3. 

/3Baldeagle,greaterprairie~~,ar~t~t 
darter,uuledeer, andmterfwl. SouthReplblican 
State Wildlife Area and State Recreation Area. 

14 Sll*t 21 atul Sl5-i& 13 classified for Becreatian wd 
Fublic FUposes (C-9585); Sl5-Lot 19 BLM order 12/22/49 
withdrawn forMissouriRi\nerBasinReclaaationRoject, 
Bamy Besewoir. 

I5 Sll open ccmexn area and S15 closed to application 
/6 Surface ocaqxmy of Sll alla& be- 7115 and 3128 

dy forgmaterprairiechickmhabitat protection, S15 
is closed due to its proximity to Bonny Dm. 

Mgt tit . AneS lamagmmt 

210. Replblicm River lB Disposal/l 
as RL45w 2AExistingl2 

s27 79.74 CNaz 
S31 40.00 3B Cetmal 
S32 80.00 4D Nonforest 

199. 5B Open 
6BCemxll 
7BNa-e 
83 Stable/Slig$t 
9A Open 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14B SFPl 
15D High 
16B Class lb 
17BNone 
MA lhrailable 
19A Open 
2oDNaE 
2lAstarldard 
22-29A General 

/1 Private. 
/2 @u&y road to south parcel S32, private road to 

northpamelS32only. 

211. Arikanze River lB Disposal/l 
'16s B52w 2c None/2 

s2 80.00 3B Gmeral 
4D Ncnforest 
5ALeased 
6~ General 
7BNaie 
&XI&&rate 
9A Open 

1OB General 
1mopen 
12B Cemral 
13DClass Iv 
14C Roaded Natural 
15D High 
16c class 11 
17B Nane 
l&l Available 
19A Open 
2oDNone 
21Astandard 
22-29A Cetm-al 

/l Private. 
/2 Private road. 

59 



b&t. tit l4mmpmt 

2l2.Iilgp lB Disposal/l 
TllsR534 2AExi8tingl2 

s2 133.58 3B cklzral 
4D Na&rest 
5BOpen 
6B ckmzal 
7BNom 
SBstable/s1ight 
9Bclosed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12BGetk?ral 
13DChSIV 
14cBcwdedNatural 
15ELUW 
16cclass II 
17BNane 
18AAvailable 
19A Open 
2oDNom 
2lAstandard 
22-29A General 

/l Private. 
/2cbultyro&d. 

213. Boyero lBDisposal/l 
Tl3sR52w 2A ExistingI 

s28 80.00 3B t%sEral 
4DNaerest 
SALeased 
6B Gesral 
7BNam2 
SBshble/sli$lt 
9Bclased 

1OBGemral 
1uopen 
12BGemral 
1x class III 
14cm&!dNatural 
15EIaw 
16ccl.ass II 
17BNare 
18Ahailable 
19AOpm 
2oDNone 
2lAstandard 
22-29AGeneral 

/l Private. 
mkuntyn>ad. 

I&t.hit 

2l4.Adrincenter lB Disposal/l 
Tl4sR58w 2cNaE 

s2 40.00 3BGawal 
4D Ihlforest 
5B Open 
6~ Gemral 
7BIhe 
SBstable/s1ight 
9Bclosed 

1OB Gemral 
1uopen 
12BGelm.d 
13DChSf3IV 
14cBmdedNimlral 
15E law 
16cclass II 
17BNOW 
l&4 Availsble 
19AOpen 
2oDNom 
2lAstdalxl 
22-29A General 

/l Rivate. 

215. Karval 
Tl5s R55w 

S26 120.00 
S35 320.00 

Tl6s R5RJ 
Sl 151.63 
s2 7l.50 

663.13 

lBDisposal/l 
2A Existing/2 
CNUE 

uIllpmad3 
4D Itaarest 
5Almsed 
6B &m-al 
7BNDne 
b stable/Slight 
9Bclomd 

1ammperative 
1uopen 
12BGemral 
13DclassIv 
UC Rnarl#l Natural 
15ELtXl 
16CCQaeeII 
17Bmm 
1SAhailable 
l%open 
2oDNaE 
2lAstavlnrrl 
22-29A General 

/1Fllblic. 
/2Ckuntymadto S26, 35,snd 2dy. 
/3Antelopeandmiledeer. KanmlLakeWildliseAma. 
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Mgt.I.hit Acres F¶cmgemt 

216. Black Squimel a. l.B Dbposaul 
Tl6S R62W 2c Nom 

S24 40.00 3BGmeral 
Tl7sR62w 4D Nadorest 

Sl 80.02 5B @en 
s9 40.00 6~ General 

160.02 7BNone 
8B Stable/Slight 
9A open 

1OA Cooperative 
1mopen 
12B Germal 
13D Class IV 
14B SPM 
15ET.AW 
16cclass II 
17BNUX 
1BA Available 
19A Opm 
2oDNoIE 
2lAstandard 
22-29A General 

/l Private. 

217. Upper Fkmd CR. 
njs R5tw 

s6 15.17 

LB Dispmalll 
2c None/2 
3B General 
4D Nonforest 
5B open 
6~hral 
7BNale 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14B m 
15E Low 
16D class III 
17BNone 
18AAvailable 
19A Open 
2oDNme 
2lAstaradard 
22-29A Germal 

b&t. tit AClES l!magmmt 

218. Steal Fork 
TldsR57w ~~" 

s 40.00 3B Gkneral 
4DIhfom3t 
5B Open 
6B General 
7BNcKE 
8B sm.e/slight 
9B closed 

1OB Gemral 
1uopen 
12B Gemral 
13DChSSIV 
14CRoadedNatural 
15E Iaw 
16cclass 11 
17BNorre 
18A Available 
19A Open 
2oDNom 
2lAstwdard 
2%29AGeneral 

/lRivate 
/2 Private road. 

219. Upper Adobe Q. 
Tl6S R54W 

S27 80.00 
Tl7s B56w 

s3 80.00 
s25 120.00 

Tl7sR5RJ 
Sl 80.73 
S18 76.60 

437.33 

lB Disposal/l 
2c None/P 
3B General 
4DNonfomst 
Y Leased/3 
BOpgl 

6~ Gareral 
7BNale 
8B Stable/Slight 
9A open 

1OBGemral 
1uopen 
12B Gewral 
13D Class I?.' 
14B m 
15E Lcw 
16cclass II 
17BNaE 
18A kailable 
19A Open 
2oDNaE 
2lAstamkd 
22-29AGmeral 

I1 Private. 
/2 Private mad. 

/l Private 
/2 Private mad to all except S3. 
/3S3and25leasedonly,pmvisionsincl~indisposal. 
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Mgt. bit Acres 

22O.WildHxseQ. lB Dispoeal/l 
Tl6SWW uExistingl2 

s2 76.60 3B&==l 
4D- 
5ALead 
6B ckmral 
7BNone 
8Bsbable/s1i&lt 
9A open 

1OB Gemzal 
1uopen 
12B Gerreral 
l3DClassIV 
14B = 
l5DHi$l 
16D class III 
17BNaE 
18AAmilable 
19AOpen 
2oDNa-E 
2lAsbmdard 
22-29A Gemal 

I1 Private. 
mbuntyroad. 

221. aleyeme walls l.B Dispoeal/l 
Tl6SlpGRJ 2cNare 

S22 79.13 3B &mral 
S28 78.90 4D-t 

158.03 5AIeased/P 
BOpen 

6BGemral 
7BNok-E 
8Bstilemght 
9A opar 

1OBGemral 
l~open 
12BGamral 
l3DclassIv 
14B SPM 
15EIaw 
16B class lb/3 

CclassII 
17BNOlE 
18AAmlilable 
19A Open 
2oDNare 
2lAstandard 
22-29A General 

b&t &lit Acres . 

222. w. Rd Q. lB Disposal/l 
Tl7sR5w 2c None/P 

S35 320.00 3B -1 
4D Nonforest 
5ALmsed 
6BGelxral 
7BNaw 
8Bstablam.ght 
9B closed 

1OB General 
1mopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14B St! 
15E Law 
16cclass II 
17BNOW 
MAAvailable 
=open 
2oDNaE 
2lAstalmhxl 
22-29A Cemral 

IlFkivate 
/2l?rivatamad. 

223.hidQ. lBDisposal/l 
Tl7s B5m 2c None/P 

s14 40.00 3BGeneral 
s24 40.00 4D t&x&rest 

Tl7sR5m 5B Open 
S18 40.00 6B bra1 
S19 26.20 7B None 

146.20 8Bstablemght 
9Bclosed 

1OBGenzral 
1Mopen 
12BGemral 
13DclassIv 
14cbadedNatural 
15JZLCW 
16cclass II 
17BNone 
18AAvailabl.e 
1QAopen 
2mNom! 
2lAstandard 
22-29Ahral 

/lPrivate 
/2 Private road to S14 and 18 cmly. 

/l Private. 
/2S22and28leasedonly,prwit3iareincludedindisposal. 
/3S28classII,S22classlb. 
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Mgt. unit hS 

224. knax A&be Ck-. 
Tl7s l?54w 

s31 32k.89 
S32 160.00 

486.89 

Mimi-t 

lB Disposal/l 
2AEjdst~2 
CNOW 

3B General 
4D Nonforest 
5AI-Jased/3 
BOpen 

6~ Gewral 
7B Now 
8~ Stable/Sli&t 
9BClosed 

10B General 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14CRoadedNatural 
15E Lw 
16cclass II 
17BNoTE 
MAAvailable 
19A Open 
2oDNm? 
2lAstmdard 
22-29AGeneral 

/l Private. 
/2 county road to S32, private road to S31. 
/3 S31I. 

301. ReservoirNo.l5 n- 
mJEt6w 2c Nad2 

!% 2aMO 3A Illpant/ 
4DNtmfowt 
5cczlo6ed 
6BGeEral 
7BNoE 
8cModenl~ 
9Bclosed 

loA c2cqeratie 
mopen 
l2BGeneral 
uDclat3sIv 
14cFtodedNatural 
BDW 
l6cclassII 
UBNOIK! 
18Bc<mrernh 
19B(kmcemArea/4 

Cclosed 

iiEizLd5 
c Yt?arlong 

22-29AGewral 

63 

F&t.Cnit ACIXS wt 

302.IkservoirNo.2 
D5mdLake 
l9NR6tW 3A Impmmltl3 

!3.30 40.00 4DNanfortst 
5cclosed 
6BGeEral 
7BNolE 
8cI+dfzrate 
9B CLwed 

1oA cooperative 
mopen 
lzBceneral 
ucQ.assIJ.I 
14B 8PM 
fiDHigt‘l 
16c class II 
17BNone 
18BChlEITlh 
19B Chxem Area/4 

Cclosed 
2ODNODf? 
2lBskamd-/5 

c Year% 
22-29AGeneral 

/l Rlbuc adcx prtvate. 
/2FTivateroad. 
13wBzmwau!z fldhdes,rip8?dan,~ts,geese,ducks,d 

,4~rfnR/WWJl23767cmly. 
ocqmcywithin R/W C-Ol23767; nzimbder, surface 

303.la?semeNo.5 ~Msposal/l 
mNR6m 2AEdstiI&2 

s6 78.05 3A Inprkmt/3 
4DNonfore~t 
5cclof3d 
6B General 
7BNoM 
8cPbderatE 
9B Cloeed 

lcbl CooFeratie 
mopen 
IZBGeoeral 
UcQassIII 
14cRoadedNatural 
fiDW& 
16cclass II 
17BNom 
MB-Area 
19B Cuwern Area/4 

CCLOSd 
ZiIDNoDe 
2lB !seasad/5 

c year- 
22-29AGeneral 

I1 Public aud/ar private. 
/2PLivatercdtosaltherIlellddcolmtyroadto~ 

/3 ifiiz-zm -9 riparian, Fheasants, glaese, a, d 

;~iei&R/WCdIl23767 only. 
occqmcywithin R/W C-767; dr, surface 

ocxqmcyallowedbetween7/1and3/3l only forwaterfowl 
habitat protection. 



lkt.lhit lzrea l4maglmt 

304.lhenoirNo.6 m- 
mNR6m 2c IhE/2 

96 80.00 3A IiqmmEltl3 
88 80.00 4DNoafarest 

l6o.00 5ccLoeed 
6B Germal 
7BNaE 
8cMakra~ 
9Bclo6ed 

lcA cooperative 
mopen 
IzBGcmral 
ucasf3III 
lURCl&dN&ULXl 
J-m 
16CclassII 
17BNlXE 
l&l-Area 
19BCmcemArea/4 

CCl.tMd 
2oDNaE 
2lBSeaaakus 

c Yearlong 
22-29A General 

305.widsorReservoirand lB Disposal/l 
IksemoirNo.8 2c the/P 
ll3NW 3A Tlqortant/3 

s18 80.00 4D Nalhre3t 
'I8N R6W 5Acbsed 

S24 40.00 
120.00 

6~hral 
7BNae 
8C~oderate 
9B closed 

1OAcoOperative 
lMW= 
12B Gemral 
13CClass III 
14CRmdedNatural 
15D High 
16CClass II 
17BNone 
18BconCenlArea 
19c Closed 
2oDNone 
2lCYearlong 
22-29A Cemral 

I1 Private 
/2wxu?q3edland. 
/3Watmwaterfishe~andwaterfowl. 

&t.lklit Acres )c(wnaPnaRlt 
36.BbCkHCilhV uMspoeel/l 

am-8 mNR67w 3A Inlmmmtl2 
a4 80.00 4DNa&mat 

5ccla3ed 
6BGemral 
7BNom 
8cModaak 
9Bao6ed 

UIBGeoeral 
mopen 
x!B(kilEd. 
l3cclasaIII 
l4CRoadedNatm;al 
fiDHigh 
l6cclassII 
17BNare 
l8B-h 
l9cclmed 
2oDNaE 
2l.c YesrU 
22-29AGemral 

/l Ffublic adcr p&ate. 
/2~waterfisherk3,ri~,pheasents,~and 

dudca, state lulhing Ama. 

307.Riversidelkservoir 
ml R6lW 

S31 240.45 
mR62w 

Sl 291.63 
s2 40.00 
Sll 200.00 
s12 640.00 
s13 160.00 

m R61w 
s5 320.00 
s6 659.55 
s7 404.23 
s8 120.00 

3075.86 

lB Disposal/l 
2AExiEitingl2 
3AImpartirnt/3 
4DNonforeat 
5Ahsed/4 
CClOd 

6BQxEral 
7BNclm 
8B Stable/Slight 
9Bclosed 

loB&neral 
1uopen 
12BGeneral 
13C Class III 
14B §'M/5 
15B State/local 
16D Class III 
17BNane 
18BCkmcemh/6 

c closed 
19BGXEmArea 

c closed 
2oDNone 
2lc Yi33rlong 
22-29AGemral 

/1FUblicwithUSEXWScoosultation. 
/2cblmtyroadtoS8,pJblicBasenent to S7, BU4 ahinistrative 

easewnt to S31 and Sl in progress, private mad to S12 
aal 13. 

/3F~l~baldeagle,state~e~~te 
pel~neet~andfeed~,warm~~rfisheries,~~r 
binlsandriparian. 

/4Sectiam12arl13 lmdabmiewaterlineleased,westof 
cmmtyroadS8closed,renainderopen. 

/5 Intensive recreation forwtlandwildlife, fisheries, and 
beaches. 

16 S1/2W of S5 and SSe of S12 closed by Executive onzler 5593 
ad ri&ts-ofway C-17321 to the location of mining claim for 
nm~talikous minerals. 
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&t.unit Acres I+ /- t 

308.Bydn?Ibza3dr nIKepoeal/l 
!l!wR6Dl 2c Nom/2 

4 x0.91 3A Impartant/ 
lfiNR6l.w 4DNa&om3t 

s25 120.m 5ccloI3ed 
s35 500.00 6BCeYzal 

DiNRMlw 
s3l 148.84 iizzie,- 

889.75 9Bclosed 
l0BGeUSl.l 
uopen 
UBGeoeral 
l3cclassIII 
l&RtXkdI%itUral 
ED- 
l6DChSSI.E 
17BNOl.k? 
mlB(3IeelnArea 
19BkrrprnArea/4 

CClOlSed 
mNrJm 
2lBSeafmLu5 

c Yearlong 
22-29A - 

/lFubHcand/orp&atewithUSF~camul&&ia~ 
/2Rivateruad,mwtly~landwithQloradoM~of 

RlldUfe acces8. 
/3FederaJlyemkq~e&baldeagle,state~~te 

pe.limnfeeding,waTmmer -, leerfad d rim. 
; (l$l3edl3edlin ri.ghtaQhy Da.3729 dy. 

ocarpencywi~ righmtiy D-ol3729; -, 
su?faceocatpeacy~be~4/l5andll/l5anlyforbald 
eagle h&eat protecti. 

309.-m nMaposal/l 
T5NRMkJ 2AE%isHngl2 

S14 280.00 3A Inqormntl3 
St5 44o.al 4D Wnforeat 
s22 6al.00 5cclo6ed 
s23 350.00 6B Gewral 
S27 m.00 

1790.00 :a- 
9Bclo6ed 

l.OBGeoeral 
mopen 
l2BGeoeral 
l3DcIbu3l3Iv 
14cBmdedNatlual/4 
fiDW 
16CClasaII 
17BNale 
IBB-Area 

cClmed//s 
l9cclosed 
2oDNom 
2lCYearlang/6 

Elhxdtable 
2H9ACemxl 

Mgt. tit he 
no. coodrich lB Disposal/l 

luvR5w 2c None 
56 48.13 3A ImpartantI 

4DNonforest 
5B opgl 
6~ General 
7BNom 
8B Stable/Slight 
9A Open 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
13DClASSIV 
148 ST4 
15D High 
16D Class III 
17BNooe 
l8CClosed/3 
19BcanCerKlArea 
2oDNaE 
2lBSeasomu4 
22-29ACemral 

/1private(Rec~~withdrawalproblem)withUsF6kJs 
coosultath 

/2 Federally endqered bald eagle, nule deer/white tail, small 
sane,=driparian* 

/3IpMo~der12/22/49withdrawn for~issouri BasinEkclmation 
Project. 

/4!wfaceompmcy allowedbetwee.n4/lSandll/l5only for 
bald eaglehabitxtpmtection. 

311. Bijou ND. 2 Ekservoir 
mR59w 

s21 40.00 
s22 40.00 
S27 2aLoo 

280.00 

I1 

:: 
14 

I5 

16 

lBDispoesl/l 
2c None/2 
3A @ottant/ 
4DNmfomst 
5cQoBed 
6BCemral 
7BNaE 
8B Stable/ Slut 
9B closed 

lOBGeneral 
1mopen 
12BGeneral 
13C Class III 
14B m 
15D High 
16D Class III 
17BNone 
18C Closed/4 
19BconcernAml/5 

c closed 
2oDNom 
2lBSeasoml/6 

CYearlmg 
22-29ACemxal 

Private kclcmmtianwithdrawnproblen) withUm 
ConsultatiaL 
Privatemad. 
Wmfowl,baldeagle,amiriparian. 
BIMorder12/22/49withdram forMissouriBasinReclanation 
Project. 
Ckmedwithri&ks~~ayD-O10670, El/2tME,andWXWof 
S27only. 
Nosurfaceoccupmcywithinrights-o~D-O10670, E1/2IWE, 
and NWSW of S27; surface occupancy allowed between 4/15 aad 
ll/l5 farbaldeaglehabitatpnotectionautsideof the 
rights-ofwayrHnO67o. 
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&$. unit Acres 

312. Snyder 
l?iN R56W 

s14 40.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2c Nan? 

3A Iiqxntantl2 
4DNonforest 
5A Imsed 
6~ General 
7B Now 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

10B General 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x class III 
14A smd 
15D High 

16D class III 
17BNone 
18B Gmzern Area 
19c closed 
2ODNone 
2lCYearlong 
22-29A Germ-al 

/l Fublic. 
/2lhledeerhhite tail,waterfcwl, riparian, and smalls 

Chartier and Berry Wildlife Areas. 

313.RXWittReservloir n- 
NNR54w 2Aadsting/; 

4 3l5.40 3A ImpartantI 
sl2 320.00 4D No&rest 

635.40 5B open/4 
CQCBd 

6B GeEral 

iKkzle,- 
9BclasEd 

lOBGeneral 
mopen 
l2BGeneral 
l3cch&3III 
14CR0&ClN&U?Xl 
fiDHigt 
l6DChSSII 
17BNaae 
l8Brmrprnh 
19BccxlcemArea/5 

CQOd 
2.oDNaE 
2lBSwonalf6 

c Yeadmg 
22-29AGemral 

314. Atwod 
mIR53w 

~26 40.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2c None 
3A Iqwrtmt/2 
4DNonfom2st 
5BOpen 
6~ hral 
7BNoIE 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OB General 
lMq>en 
12B General 
1x class III 
14B SPM 
15D High 
16D class III 
17B None 
18BconCel-nArea 
19B Chmern kea 
2ODNotX 
2lBSeafmau3 
22-29A General 

/l Fhblic with USFUG consultation. 
/2 Me deer/white tail, bald eagle, waterfowl, srmll girne, and 

riparian. hft Wildlife Area. 
/3 surface occqmcy allowed between 4/15 and U/15 only for 

bald eaglehabitatpmtection. 

35. North sterling uMsposal/l 
2AExm.ngl2 

T9N R53W 3A Jmpormt/3 
s3 321.18 4DNonfom3t 
s4 80.00 5ccloaed 
s9 m.00 6B Germal 

slo 80.00 681.18 iiRzLe,~t 
9Bclo6ed 

lOBGeaeral 
mopen 
l2BGelmal 
l3cclassIII 
14B SPN/4 

CRO&MN&ULXll 
l5ELCM 
l6cclassII 
17BNoae 
l8Bconcexnh 
l9cclosed 
2ODNQle 
2lc YearlcQg 
22-29AGemral 
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Mgt.unit Acres Iqma&snt 

316. Dmey n- 
TUN R47w 2cNa-e 

S28 40.00 3A Illpaant/2 
4Dtknfomt 
5B Open 
6AconcernArea/3 
7BNorE 
8B stablelsllght 
9Bclosed 

lOBmal 
mm 
l2BGewral 
UCCIASSIII 

14B SPM 
fiDHigh 
16D class IIt 
17BNoK-E 
18BcmcernArea 
l9cQosed 
2ODNooe 
2lB!kwmal/4 
22-29AGexx'al 

/lFuuc. 
/2weLfcJwl,nLiLe~~tetail,allallgame,andriparian, 

TannrackMiUlifeArea. 
/3FloodpMIL 
/4 wEaceocal~allawledbe~7/1and12/15olzlyfofrmle 

deeraIldwaterfowlbabitatp-otectioL 

317. Julesbq Reservoir 1B Disposal/l 
TlWWW 2c Now/z 

S18 159.24 3A Important/3 
4DNonforest 
5cclosed 
6B General 
7B Nom 
8B Stable/Sli&t 
9BClosed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x class III 
14D E&al 
15D High 
16B class Ib 
17B ti 
18BGRxemArea 
19c Closed 
2ODNUW 
2lcYearlong 
22-29AGenzral 

/lFrivatewithUSF&JS consultation. 
/2 Boat access throu& Colorado Division of Wildlife. 
/3 Bald eagle, xhite pelican, waterfowl, and warmwater fish. 

MgJ. unit Acres l&agemt 

401. &OWQWk 
TllN R62w 

812 120.00 

lB Diqmal/l 
2AExisting/2 
3A kqxntaIltl3 
4DNonforest 
5B open 
6~ General 
7B Nune 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B Genxal 
13D Class IV 
14CRadedNatural 
15E Law 
16B class lb/4 

D Class III 
17B m 
18B concern Area 
19BconCemArea 
mB opezl 
2mopen 
22-29AGeneral 

I1 private. 
/2 QJunty road. 
/3 Antelope and raptors. 
/4class Tb eastofccuntyroaddclass mwzst. 

NLGeorge&eek 
TllNR53 

ss 80.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2c None 
3A Tllprtant/2 
4D Nonforest 
513 Open 
6B General 
7BNow 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OB Gewral 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x class III 
14B SE% 
15E Low 
16B class Ib 
17A Concern Area/3 
18BGmcemArea 
19B Gmcem Area 
ZoDNme 
2lDOpenl2 
22-29A General 

/l Private. 
/2 Fbptors. 
13 Isolated msas near High Plains Estirpmnt Geologic Feature. 
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tJ&t.unit Acres l4aw&amt 

403.nioMilecLeek J-B- 
TLON R55GI 2c Nme 

s2l 40.00 3B - 
4DNonfarest 
5B Open 
6B General 
nll-bm.? 
8B stable/slight 
9A Open 

#BGerreral 
mopen 
l2BGeneral 
l3DcJassIv 
14B SFM 
l5ET.m 
16ca.assII 
17BNaE 
I8AAvailable 
19A Open 
2ODNone 
2lAStardard 
22-29AGeaerat 

/lPrivate. 

4OLWildcatCreek 
T6N R%W 

s26 40.00 
'EN R58w 

s22 40.00 
~23 80.00 
s27 80.00 

240.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2c Ncm 
3B General 
4D Nonforest 
5A Leased 
6~ General 
7BNak2 
8B Stable/Slight 
9A @en 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
13DClass IV 
MCRoadedNatural 
15E Lw 
16CClass II 
17B None 
l&i hailable 
19A Open 
2oDNa-E 
2lAstaradard 
22-29A General 

11 Private. 

p&t. unit Acre8 IMa-t 

501. wyan;lg Bfmk 
Tl2NR7@J 

s22 34.40 

lB Disposal/l 
2c Nale 
3A Important/2 
4c Noncarmercial 
5B Open 
6~ hral 
7B None 
8B Stable/Slight 
9BClosed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14C Roaded Natural 
15D High 
16C Class 11 
17B None 
18B Gxlcem Area 
19B Concern Area 
2ODNane 
21B Seasonal/3 
22-29A General 

/l Private. 
/2We deerandantelope. 
/3 Surface occupancy all4 between 4/l and 12/15 only for 

protection of mile deer habitat. 

502.CherokeeRnk 
TllN R71W 

s30 121.55 
s34 80.00 

201.55 

lB Disposal/l 
2cFkmef2 
3A &qxJr.tant/3 
4cNoncarmercxl4 
Dh-hrest 

5ALead5 
BOpen 

6~ General 
7B None 
85 stable/srigbt 
9B closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1mopen 
12B General 
1x Class III 
14B m 
15D Hi& 
16D Class III 
17B Ncnw 
18B Concern Area 
19B Concern Area 
2ODNone 
2LBseasad6 
22-29AGeneral 

/l Public. 
/2 Private mad to S34. 
/3 Mile deer, riparian, brown trout fishery, elk, andblack 

Cherokee State Wildlife Area and Park. 
/4 i!T&E!sted. 
/5 S34leased. 
/6 Surface occuparcy allowd betwen 4/l a& 12/15 only, for 

nuledeerhabitatpmtection. 
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Mgt. Unit Acres l4Ealamt 

503. Rabbit Creek 
TlON R71W 

s30 40.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2c None 
3A hQortant/2 
4cNoncamErcial 
5B Open 
6~hral 
JBbaone 
8B Stable/Slight 
9BClosed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12B General 
13B Class II 
14B SE'M 
15D High 
16D class III 
17B Nun? 
18Bhncemh 
19BconCemAtea 
2oDNme 
2lBseasonal/3 
22-29AGeneral 

/l pclblic. 
/2 Phle deer, black bear and elk. Cherokee Wildlife ha. 
/3 Surface occupancy allowad betwen 4/l and 12/15 only, 

for protection ofuule dear habitat. 

5% Livemore 
TlONR7(kl 

s33 80.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2AESristingf2 
3B Gewral 
4D Nonforest 
5ALeased/3 
Bopen 

6~ General 
7BNone 
8B Stable/Sli&t 
9A open 

1OA &operative 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x class III 
14CRoadedNatural 
15DHigh 
16cclass II 
17BNone 
i8BconCemArea 
19B Concern Area 
2oDNow 
2lAs- 
22-29A General 

/l Public. 
/2cbun~road. 
/3tssws33 leased. 

Mgt. unit Acres Mmlagmmt 

505. Rufner Canp 
TlONR7(kJ 

s12 40.00 

lB Disposal/l 
2c NaE 
3A liQmrtant/2 
4DNonforest 
5ALeased 
6~ General 
7BNaz 
8B Stable/Slight 
9A Open 

1OA Chperative 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14CRoadedNatural 
15D Hi& 
16cclass II 
17A Concern Area/3 
18BconCemhea 
19B Concern Area 
2oDNotw 
2lBseascnd/4 
22-29AGeneral 

I1 Private. 
/2Mile deerandantelope. 
/3 Rcckajtcmpsshowiq~linalstmcture. 
/4 surface occupancy allowed between 4/l and 12/15 only, for 

pmtecticnofnuledeerhabitat. 

506.HEW&tGUM 
mNR7lw 

s23 l60.00 

lA Reten~ 
2c Ntd2 
34 lilportantl3 
4cNmxmperrial 
DNanfo?-w~t 

!iALeased 
6B GClEniL 
7BNcQe 
aB !!hblelwt 
9Bclosed 

lcw cknperative 
mopen 
l2BGeaeral 
l3caassIII 
14B SM 
=DHisfi 
l6DChSSIII 
17BNone 
18Bckmemh 
19BcQlcemArea 
2oDNone 
2lAS- 
22-29AGenexal 

/1 IEFS. 
/2 walkhg access 
l3Miile deer,lzhcEZ%&. 
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Mgt. unit Acres 

507. owl&eek l.B D.iqmal/l 
T8NR6w 2c None 

96 168.90 3A IIqxnwnt/2 
4DNonforest 
5BOpen 
6~Ce~ral 
7B Norre 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OA &operative 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x Class III 
14B SEM 
15D Righ 
16B Class lb/3 

cclass II 
D Class III 

17A Concern Area/4 
18BcanCernArea 
19BconCemArea 
2oDNuE! 
2lAstawlard 
22-29A General 

/lPrivate. 
/2Miledeerandantelope. 
/3Mon%3alfonnationoutcmpClasslb. 
/4Outcropfomi.ngDakotaHq&ckandp~~enceof 

block-glide landslides. 

508. Goat Hill 
'l8N R6%J 

sl9 44.78 

lB Disposal/l 
2c Ntxe 
3A Ilqlortant/E 
4DNonforest 
5B Open 
6~ Cewral 
7BNone 
8B Stable/Sl*t 
9B closed 

1OAcoOperati~ 
1mOF-J 
12B General 
1x Class III 
14CWadedNatural 
l5DHigh 
16cclass II 
17A &rnem Area/3 
18BGmcemArea 
19BGnxemArea 
2oDNm? 
2lBSwxmaU4 
22-29ACemral 

/l Mlic. 
/2~edeer,osprey,b~.troutfishery,andriparian, 

associated with the State Wildlife Area. 
/3 Tilted sedimentary rocks and fonnatianbamdaries. 
/4 Surface occuparq all& between 4/l and 12/15 only, for 

Jzotectionofuuledeerhabitat. 

b&t. unit Acre8 

509. MasomGlle lBDispoeal/l 
'l6NR7oW 2AE&tingl2 

SlO 3.60 Sll 10.00 zgErtmt,3 
13.60 4cNoocanmerrial 

5B open 
6~General 
7BNom 
8Bstable/sEght 
9BClosed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12B Cetxral 
13DClass IV 
14CRoadedNatural 
15D High 
16D Class III 
17BNone 
18BGmcemArea 
19B Concern Area 
2oDNom 
2lBSeasoMl/4 
22-29ACe~ral 

11 Private. 
I2 Bmty road to SlO. 
/3 Mule deer and elk. 
/4 !&faceoccupancyallowedbeween4/1and12/l5only, for 

protecticmofnuledeerhabitat. 

510. Castle M&L 
15NR73W 

S23 120.00 

lA F&?tention/l 
2c Ncmw 
3A rq&ant/2 
4CNauxmErcial 
5B open 
6BCen2ral 
7BNme 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1mopen 
12B tiral 
13B Class II 
14B ZFM 
15D H$i 
16D Class III 
17BNone 
18C Closed 
19c Closed 
2oDNone 
2mw 
22-29A&ral 

IlNational ParkService. Note: lhisactimhas takenplace. 
/2Miledeerandelk. 

70 



M$$. unit Acres 

511. Gianttrack Mm. 
'&NR73W 

s3 68.00 

I4&lapmt 

lA *tention'l 
2c None 
3A Illqmrtmt'2 
4B Unavailable 
5B Open 
6~ Gemral 
7B None 
SB stable/slight 
9BClosed 

lOAChoperative 
lUoP= 
12B General 
1x class III 
14CRmdedNatural 
15DHigh 
16D class III 
17B Ndne 
MBciTnlcemArea 
19B Concern Area 
2ODNOtE 
2mopen 
22-29AGemral 

'1 us%. 
/2I4ile deerandelk. 

512. Fish CYeek lARetention'l 
%NR72W 2c Nom 

s7 40.00 3A Inqnnwt'P 
4B Unavailable 
513 Open 
6~Ge~~-al 
7BNow 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12B Gewral 
13DClass IV 
14CWadedNatural 
15D High 
16D class III 
17B None 
18AAvailable 
19A Open 
2oDNme 
2mopen 
22-29AGemxal 

/l us%. 
'2 Mile deer and elk. 

&t.udt Acrea 

513. st. mllIl 
!mR7lu 

8lo 40.35 
8ll 80.00 
!m lu.10 
su am4 
s22 l2o.00 
523 80.00 

68L.u 

IA BetelaLa& 
BMepoeal 

2c NC&2 
3AImportaut'3 

4i iiztizF14 
5AIAwed 
6BGereml 
7A I&mm'5 
8B Stalile'sligbt 
9Bcla3ed 

lQA cooperative 
mopen 
l2A Impomnt'd 
l3cckaIII'7 

DChSSIV 
14B SR4 
UDW 
l6cQaseII 

Dcla3IIm 
17BNaE 
IBB-Are8'9 

C(IlOSd 
m-h 
xn.lNce 
2lB sc!asad'10 
22-29A Gemsal. 

'1 S22ad23touSFs. Sl0,ll,l3and14pluctitiuSF~ 
UIlSliLtati. 

'2 sloprlvateroad.walklngnrrPnnfralIUSFS. 
'3 BigfiarnM,--,~,~nnp'lp,-,~ 

d@SSUdhrzkey. 
'4All6ec~~fareetdamfareet. 
'5 SpringinSlo,2 qx5ngtBlnsl4. 
'6 8X3 ad14 aily. 
'7 slo,ll,l3andpcnlmfSl4,22,23cl.aaaIII. 
'8 mss n in 43, 23 id pert of M. 
'9 !ilocH732l publlcwater reserve-cloeedto-entry 

forxlam-ndasralBdy;sll~-veorder 
3'l5'l9l9wQzhhwnfur~slte~m,SESEalso 
GOl%O36dl39SWdfOrB&PP,Sl3 (Yll2m6classifiedfar 
IWP, lot 3 also secretarial Onler 9/17/1943 Fuwx Site 
dasldfhtial343,lotl31&2also~thdraJwforPowt?rSite 
ksene 356 by bcutlve order 5'27'l9l4; S22,Sl'2!Z ad 
S23EhEaltiveorder3'P'l9l4~~ for Rmr site 
kseme 427; S14, lots 1,6, ad 7 v&l&awn for w Site 
Reserve 256 by Executive Order 5'27'1913. 

'10 surf- ofxupcy~be~7'ldl2'15cmly, for 
protectlonof~&eepins1oandbe~7'larldl2'L5 
ady,forprotectdmofdkardbl&umshqelserJhere. 
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M@mit Acrea . R I t Hgt.unlt ACES r4magent 

5l4.stcmeoxlyn u- 602.WX.d 1csped.f.Ikzview 
mR7aa 24adsting/2 

s8 40.00 3A rlipsantl3 
4D -t 
5B Open 
6B Gepetal 

??zkzL!,- 
9B(zlo6ed 

laA coaperative 
mopen 
l2A Important 
l3cclas6III 
UiCROhdIWXTJXl 
=DW 
l6cQassII 
17A Caocern Area/4 
18Bchrpfnh 
19BcarCernArea 
2oDNme 
ZlAStandard 
22-29A cesral 

/l Fubu.c.: 
/2anmy+a!d. 
/3 Elk andmle deer. 
/4eestofD&MaHogbadr. 

6OLLdtIIendQ. nMsposal/l 
12NBmJ 2crkcd2 

S26 80.00 3A Ilqxnlmtl3 
4B Dnavdde 
5cclroeed 
6AcQlcernti4 

fiiE%!/- 
9Bclo6ed 

lw coaperati\R 
mopen 
l2BGeoeral 
1xchI3m 
14B SPM 
mIfigh 
l6DChSSIII 
1ANas 
l8c ch6ed/5 
l9ccloaed 
2oDNale 
2lA!3- 
2H9AGemral 

I8 

mR73w 2c Nadl 
4 200.00 3A Impartant/ 
sl.2 250.00 4AAvailahlel3 

TlNw2w BIkXVdMh 
s6 2cLoo C- 
s7 200.00 DNmfarvst 

850.00 5ccLo6ed 
6AcIxlcemArea/4 
7AIbmd5 
8Aprobltemb 
!?BcIlmed 

laA aloperatiw 
mopea 
I24 linprtant 
l3cclassIII 

DCGSSIV 
UCBdf?dPWU?d 
l5A NRBP/6 
l6DCIassIII 
1ANoae 
lmcaLcernArea/7 

CCLOBt?d 
l9B-Arpa 

iii""opeJs 
EUnsuiUble 

22-29AGemM. 
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Mgt.lkdt ikres l4smgmlt 

603.GcildIwl 
TlNR72w 

41 20.00 
sl.2 150.00 
sl3 480.00 
Sl4 6.00 
!x24 2aLoo 

TmRnw 
s5 u5.00 
s6 llo.00 
s7 285.00 
s8 l60.00 
s9 50.00 
!a5 20.00 
46 2.00 
sl7 5.00 
sl8 300.00 
sl9 170.00 
s20 5.00 
S2l 6.00 
s22 16.00 

2190.00 

lcspe&f.Review 
2c Nan& 
3A Jlprtantl2 
4AAvailable 
5cclLosed 
6AamcernArpla/3 
BGeneral 

7BNale 
all stablelwt 
9A Open 

lQA@opJ?rative 
mopen 
l2A lhpomt 
l3c(lasf3III 

DGlassIV 
14B SE'M 

CROdfdlWUd 
l5BStatehocal 
16D class III 
17BNCU2 
l8BcahcernArea/4 

CCLOSd 
m-Area 
2ODNaae 
2lAs-/5 

B!%SC&t 
Dopar 

22-29AGemral 

/l Partial - exLsts. 
/2Elk,mliLedeer, L&h9QdQX?ek@X3?%tl,F~Canym 

/3~~itimisinBculderHntdpal~~ Faashxt 
lengthsoffloodplnlnntotallng11/2~. 

/4Iot49S2ldcsedbyC-~timfor~ti 
~rncplrposes, pomalsofsl8andl9closedby 
c-083523 f2zbdficatial. 

/5 7/l - U./l5 surface ocxuplqIns22,mmwforBigtwrrn 
f!aleeppaptectiaa~inmR72w~. r4Emlbhstandard. 

605. Kessler IAce 
TlS R71W 

SlO 80.00 

l-B-/l 
2c None/P 
3A IlqJortant/3 
4B Unavailable 
5c closed 
6AconcemAt-eal4 
7BNone 
SB Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12Ahqmant 
1x class III 
14CRoadedNatural 
15D High 
16D class III 
17BNone 
18BconcemArea/5 

c closed 
NBGXXe?SlArea 
2ODNane 
2lAstandard 
22-29AGewral 

/l public. 
/2 Walking access franUS%. 
/3 Elk, nule deer zmd black bear. 
/4 secondary streanto the BaJlderMmicipal Watershed. 
15 sww of SlO closed only. 73 

I@@t.lhit kw I4mqpmlt 

605.cznss~ uMeposel/l 
Tlsmw 2hBdstiagl2 

su l27.0 3Amt/3 
s2a 77.91 4AAvailahle 
$29 l16.22 Bm 

321,79 5cclosed 
6AchrrplnAreal4 
7BNt.e 
m stablelsligbt 
9BcIlLlsd 

loA (3laprative 
mopen 
l2A Important 
UcclassIIl 

DdassIV 
14CIhdedNatUral 

IsEg 
IbD(=lassIII 
17BWane 
UC Qoeed/l 
l9BcklarnAIm 
2oDNaie 
2lASW 
22-29AGm%ral 



&t.unit kzes lhagment I$?$. unit Acres Iqlmqmat 

606.Baildercre& IBM 701. GoldmGwe IB D%=m 
!rlsR7lw 2ABdetiag/2 

s25 39.89 3A Ilqmtmtl3 
S26 240.73 4B lhmdlab 
s27 I.2229 DNDnfareet 
s34 39.n 5cclosed 
s35 484.28 6A(IxlcemArea/4 

934.90 7BNaie 
8B stable/-t 
9B Clod 

laAC4xqerative 
mopen 
l2BGewral 
l3BCl.assII/5 

CCLSSSIII 
DCl&WIV 

14B SE'M/6 
CROddNi3tllral 

fiDW 
16ccl.aasII/7 

DQaesIII 
17A Chxxzn Area/8 
l8BconceInti9 

C(IlDECl 
19B chxern h/l0 

C(ILCkWi I1 
2ODNoW 
21B -/ll 
2%29AGeaeral 

StatePark 
T2s R7lw 

S31 280.00 

'l2SR72W 
s14 200.00 
s35 40.00 

520.00 

hblic, classified for disposal to the Colden C&e Cmyon 
StateParkandapplication forR&PP. 
Elk, mle deer, and riparian (S14). 
NatilmalNaturalLEllxh& 

Fbb.lic(s25alldsws26classified F-J-w P-=i- 
m3enm~SWEaudSWofS26,andNl/2SEofS27). 
comtydtoportioM,walktomwt. 
Mliledeer,uadcllf3ar,galdeneagle,rajnbowtrult,d 
rlpariw. 
BoulderMnicipalwalx?nh?&lllreeahortlargthsof 
flood@ahmaling1mlle. 
SbNWS26,S25,portlmofS35Cku3IL 
AIll/ mile south of tm& SPM. 
s25clsssII.Idy. 
J2%wado (33rpl gxib&Lc f0mJI-e. 
S25;S26;S27SU?NE;closeddy. 

702.Jmoradom. 
l2s R7lw 

s2 283.60 

/lo s25 ched. 
/lumfaceocalpeIlcyallawedinS25be~7/1and12/15far 

raptoraudmiLedeerpnXecth;dinS26,27,34and35 
betwml4/1aod12/15fmmiledeerptecti~ 

2c Noi 
3A hlportant/2 
4A Available 
BUnavailable 

5c closed 
6~ Germal 
7B None 
8B Stable/Sli&& 
9BClosed 

10B General 
1uopen 
12A Important 
1x Class III 
14C Roaded Natural/3 
15D High 
16D Class III 
17B Nme 
18C Closed 
19c Closed 
2ODNlYM 
2lD open 
22-29ACewral 

u- 
2c Nax? 
3A hpomultl2 
4B uaavailablie 
DNanfomst 

5ct2lmed 
6AammIArea/3 

fiKzile,sli$lt 
9Bclosed 

lOBS 
mqpen 
l2BGeIEral 
l3DChSl3IV 
14B SfM 
fiDW 
16CClass II/4 

DWIII 
17A Coocern Area/5 
18BCUMXllArea 
19B Gmxrn Area 
2ODNCXZ 
2lB!kamdf6 
2%!9AGmeral 

/l Fllkiuc d/or private. 
/2~deer,hladck,moln~ti,andripzrian. 
/3seanKkys~totheBrxllderI4mici~watershed. 
/4mrthofm2classually. 
/5ELdmdoShear%negpxhgichazardiIl~t4. 
/6 4/l-WI5 seasad occupcyform.iLedeerhabitatpmtection. 
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Mgt. unit Acres MFd t 

8oLcentralCity 
BlackHawk 
T3s R72w 

s6 0.45 
s7 33.67 

'l3SR73W 
Sll los.95 
s12 72.80 

215.87 

1C Specif. &view 
2AExisting/l 
3A Iqortant/2 
4B Unavailable 

D Na&rest 

513 Open 
6A Omcern Area/3 
7BNale 
88 Stable/Sl*t 
9Bclosed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12A lIqlortant 
13B Class II 
14E Urban 
l5ANRW 
16D Class III 
17B k 
18BconOeXSlArea 
19Bconcem~ 
2oDNale 
2J-Dopen 
22-29ACemral 

/1 Scattered tracts, umy with county mad access. 
/2 We deer. 
13 Pollutial plxlblenL 

802. Gilpdn 
T2s R72w 

sl 
s32 

T3wR72w 
s8 

iii 
s20 
s2l 
s22 

l3s R73w 
sl 
s2 
St3 
slr4 
s23 

31.58 
2.00 

37.50 
309.00 
202.4-l 
40.00 

1.19 

325.39 
146.45 
92.21 
53.99 

123.88 
s24 m.00 

JS65.60 

lCspedf.Revlew 
aBdsting(l 

3KgLtmtn 
4A- 
BUMWU&ik 
DWmfarest 

5ALNe!dl3 

:=ti4 
7AKimm/5 
88 stable/-t 
9Bmeed 

m cooperative 
mopea 
l2A Important/6 
l3BdassII/6 

CCli3SSIII 
DClaSSIV 

l4CRCZ&dN&UXl/7 
l5BState/Local 
l6DClassIII 
17BNme 
l8Bcomernh 
l9B-Area 
2oDNale 
mopen 
2%29AWmxl 

&t.zhit Acra I+f /-t 

803.clearQeek u- 
l3sRm 2AElcLating/2 

S33 160.00 CNCE 
s34 80.00 3A liqmtantl3 

240.00 4B unarvailabl 
CNoacampercial 
DNo&rest 

5B Open 
6Akncernti/4 
7BNaw 
8B stahlelswt 
9A Open 

lOBGeneral 
mopen 
l2A Important 
l3cclassIII 
14D Rmal 
l5clIiilld~ 
16D Class III 
17A kimem Area/s 
188-h 
19BoQoern~ 
2oDNae 
2lB!%mnal/6 
22-29AGexral 

/lFklvate. 
/2Onmtyroadtotbes33tract,nooetoS34. 
/3Tutkey,mledeer,~$x~ian,andbruuntrout. 
/41ndlemodplainalalgcLearCreek,~~problem. 

ompmcybemem8/1and3/3Lcmlyforprote=~ 
of tudceybabitat. 

805. SantaFeMtn 
lUR72W 

s5 40.00 
s18 19.76 

59.76 

lA Retention/l 
2c NaE 
3A Irqxmmt/2 
4B Unavailable 
5B Q= 
6AchmemAreal3 
7BNaE 
8Bstable/s1ight 
9Aopen 

1ClA Cooperative 
lMQ= 
L?lmpml4 
13B Class II/4 

c class III 
14B RDaded Natural 
15D High 
16D class III 
17B Nom 
18B concern Area 
19B Concern Area 
2oDNaE 
2mopen 
22-29ACewral 

I1 USFS. 
/2Mile deerandelk. 
/3 Seumkywatershedto Clear Q-eekpollutionproblen. 
/4s5 is class II. 



&$.Unit h-es Mimagamt 

805. Idaho Spr. 1C Specif. Review 
'BSR73W 2AExisting/l 

S25 40.00 3A rqortant/P 
S26 40.00 4B Unavailable 
s34 10.00 DNonforest 
s35 150.00 5B open 
S36 300.00 6AQmcexnArea/3 

540.00 7BNme 
8s Stable/Slight 
9A open 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12AImportant 
13B Class II 
14E Urban 
15c Limited 
16D Class III 
17B None 
18B concern Area 
NBC&CeXTlArea 
2ODNone 
2mopen 
22-29ACemral 

/lCollntyroadaccesstomrhoftheland, scatteredtracts 
lackingroads. 

/2hledeer, umntainlion, andone short ripsriansection in 
Vi.rginiaC+nm. 

/3 Mluticn pmblell. 

806. cbunw Divide 
T4sR72w 

SL 80.00 
s2 230.00 
s3 80.00 

l3sRnw 
S26 145.00 
S27 195.00 
s30 l50.00 
S32 80.00 
s33 l2o.m 
s34 175.00 

13s R73w 
SZL l5o.00 
s22 145.00 
s23 5.00 
s25 145.00 
S26 45.00 
S27 45.00 
s34 20.00 
s35 5.00 
!x% 30.00 

1745.00 

lCspecif.Review 
2A-w 
CNfXE 

3A Important/2 
4B -le 
CNaBXlmErCial. 
DNa&rest 

XIasaedl3 
Bq?en 

6AGncemATxa/4 
7BNaE 
8B s&slight 
9BQosed 

lQA&operative 
mopen 
l2A Important/5 
l3BclaasII/5 

CclassIII 
DClaW3IV 

14D Rural 
-)w 
l6DCLSSSIII 
17A Concern At-46 
IBBcltmcemArea 
19B Gmcem Area 
2ODNone 
mopea 
22-29ACemmil 

/lbUl~road- tomosttracts,S26,27and32lackmads, 
scattered tracts lack roads. 

/2Miledeer,mmai.nlicnnorthofIdahoS~,and&ar 
Qeekriparisnandbruwntmut. 

/3~lease(mwIing5ooacres. 
/4~floodplainsecticxulalgCle?3rCreek,pollution 

problem. 
/5Qassmxcepttbeesatsideofwnmdtpeak(~IV)and 

brk Glikh scattered tracts klass III). 
/6=ydHUHhp~~cCandandcreek~~ 

Geo~cFeatureofimpo~eastofIdabo~~. 
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Mgt.unit Acres lhlagamt 

807. Silver to Fall Q. 
l3W R73W 

s19 320.00 
s20 3lo.m 
91 2amo 
S28 140.00 
s29 100.00 
s30 10.00 

zI3s R74w 
220 40.00 
S21 24o.Co 
s22 435.00 
S23 410.00 
S24 275.00 
S27 70.00 
S28 145.00 

2695.00 

1C Specif. Review 
2AExi.stingll 
CNooe 

3AInportant/2 
4Abailable 
B Unavailable 
cNomxm5?rcia1 
DNmforest 

5Aleased/3 
6A Cancem Area/4 
7BIb-e 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OA &operative 
1mm 
12AIqmtant/5 
13B Class II/5 
14D F&all6 
15B state/local/6 

DHigh 
16D Class III 
17B None 
18BGmcexmArea/7 

c closed 
19B Concern Area 
2ODNOW 
2mopen 
22-29AGeneral 

/l&m comtyroadaccess,ElephantHillarealackingaccess 

/2~&r,bighornsheep elkcalving twoRedtilHa& 
nestingareas,numtain&monthew&nsection,and3 
riparim sections: Mill &eek, sprirlg Mch, ami Fall River; 
Brook 'kout inMill and Fall &eeks. 

/3c&!leasecove~11ooacres. 
/4 pollutial problem. 
/5 Class IIexceptsamwestofMill CYeekntxr Red Ele@mt 

Bill. 
/6HistoricArastrajustmrthof&1umt. 
/7Northof&munt4Oacres areclassified forR&PPlease 

closedtolocati.cm. 



Mgt. Unit Af3ES bft3namt 

808. Alps MhL 1C Specif. Reviw 

I1 

I2 

; 
I5 

I6 

T3sR74W 
S35 100.00 
s36 90.00 

73s R73w 
s30 40.00 
S31 230.00 
S32 145.00 
S33 140.00 
s34 30.00 
S35 20.00 

'lUR73W 
s3 100.00 
!% 260.00 
s5 340.00 
s6 300.00 

1795.00 

2A%cistingll 
3A Jlqmtmtl2 
4A Available 

B Unavailable 
DNonforest 

5B @en 
6AGmcemArea/3 
ANm? 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B closed 

1OA coopetative 
l~Q= 
K!AIqlQrtant/4 
13B Class II/4 
14D Rural 
15B Stite/Iazal/S 
16D Class III 
17A Concern Area/6 
18BGxemArea 
19B Gnxcem Area 
2ODNCXE 
2mopen 
22-29AGeneral 

Saw countyroadaccess, scatteredtractswithexisting 
roads but closed. 
Elk, deer, turkey, ripsrian along 'R-ail Qeek. 
Secondarywatershedto Clear Qeekpollutionproblem 
Class IIexceptaxeabetwzentrail Qekand Alps road. 
TownofFkeekmd,mines, graves, cabins,arastra,horse 
hams, andBanita Smelter. 
Landslide geologic hazard deposits between trail Creek 
and Alps Mtn9 

809. silver Mtn. 
13s w3w 

s28 100.00 
s29 l80.00 
s30 160.00 
s33 30.00 
534 50.00 

13s R74w 
s25 340.00 
S26 170.00 
S27 50.00 
is33 70.00 
s34 400.00 
s35 340.00 
si36 60.00 

TM R74w 
s4 460.00 

2450.00 

1c specif. Review 
2c Nmdl 
3A Important/2 
4AAllaabh 
BlkHbWiWle 
C-a 
DlWforeat 

513 Open 
6A&lcemka/3 

iizz%e,wt 
9B Clowd 

loA oopemtive 
mopaz 
l2A Ilnpomt 
l3BClaWII 
14D I&al 
mw 
l6DCklSsIII 
17BNCXle 
18B&lCemArea 
m-Area 
2ODNooe 
mopen 
2%29AGenera.l 

Mgt. unit Acres Maqgm?nt 

8lO.E+re 
113SR74W 

S28 60.00 
s29 150.00 

210.00 

1C Specif. Revi- 
2AExistingA 
CNOW 

3A linp~w/2 
4A Available 
B Unavailable 
DNonforest 

5B Open 
6AconCemAr~l3 
7B None 
8B Stable/Slight 
9B Closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12A Inpxtant 
13B Class 11 
14D Rural 
15CLimked 
16D Class III 
17B None 
18B Concern Area 
19BGmcemkea 
2ODNOW 
2mopen 
22-29A General 

I1 county road. 
/2lUedeerandbighomsheep. 
/3 Secokxlaq watershed to Clear Creek pollution problem. 

8liL. Bydrew IA Reterltid 
13s R74w 2B Needed/2 

s20 170.00 3A Important/3 
4AAUble 
BUKWaUabk 
DNonforest 

5B Open 
6Ac%ncemAn%l/4 
7BNale 
BB stable/slight 
9Bclosed 

1QAcoaperative 
mopen 
l2A Important 
l3BClassII 
14cRoadedNatuL.sl 
fiDIUgh 
16D class III 
17BNaE? 
l8B-Area 
19B Conaern Area 
2ODNUE 
mopen 
22-29AGenera.l 

/l ZGFS. 
/2Accessacquisit.ioninprogress. 
/3Mule cleer,nnmtainlion,andbighomsheep. 
/4Secc&q~~toclearQeekpollutionproblem. 
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Mgt. unit Acme 

8l2.t&dckedc 
I!%R74W 

s20 140.00 
s29 140.00 

280.00 

lA Retention/l 8L4.DImgl&3Mhlo lcspecif.Review 
2BNeeded/P T3smw 2cNone 
.3A IqJortant/3 s28 40.00 3 w=-+ 
4Akmilable s33 loo.00 4B ulavailable 
B lhavailable s34 60.00 DNahxest 
DNonforest 200.00 5B Open 

5B open 6AcrxlrernArea/2 
6A(IxlcernAteal4 7BNa-E 
7B None 8B stable/slight 
8B stable/slight 9B tIcsed 
9BClosed lQAomperativ@ 

1OA Gmperatiw mopgl 
1mopen a- 
1uInportant l3BChSSlI 
13B Class II 14D Rural 
14D Rural fiDW3h 
15D High l6DClassIII 
16D f&88 111 17A &cern And3 
17B None m-Area/4 
18BChlUXIIArea CClOd 
19B hxern Area 19B-Area 
2oDNale ZODNlXE 
2mopen mopen 
22-29A cermxll 22-29A Gemral 

I1 usx. 
/2 i4C4288 aquisitian in JKogress. 

/3kk1ledeerandbighurn sheep. 

/4Mad Q-eekNmicipal Watershed. 

8L3.LincolnMhl. lA Retentianll 
l3sR74w 2c Nalel2 

s29 160.00 34 Icqmtantl3 
s32 390.00 4AAvailable 

550.00 B- 
DNanforest 

513 Open 
6AcarernAre!a/4 

iiEzie/w 
9A Open laA llxpratiw 

mopen 
m-t 
l3BChSSII 
UCROddNElWEdL 
mw!b 
IdDclassIII 
17A Oarern And5 
l8Bcixx!emAzpa 
19B-Area 
2ODNCXE 
mopan 
22-29A Gemal 

MgLuIlit Acree Mmqqmlt 
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Mgt. hit Acres Mfmagmmt 

m6* i!tf%r 
lCSpEdf.Review 
2AEIddqgl 

54 40.00 s5 30.00 3zgktd2 
s8 1KMo 4B lhvnrailable 
517 l.90.00 

Ti?m 
DNodomat 

5B - 
6AcmcemArea/3 
7BNcQe 
8B stable/slight 
9B CLmed 

lclA Cooperative 
mopen 
m-t 
UBQassII 
14D Rural 
lY4 NRlw4 
l6DCh3l3III 
17A chrri?m Area./5 
l8BcIxxm=nh/6 

CCh3d 
19BCUUXXlh 
aDNone 
mopea 
22-29A Gemral 

0L7.Graylmt 
vi!3 B79 

sl4 100.00 
a.5 300.00 
Sl6 300.00 
s2l 3aMo 
s22 100.00 
s23 280.00 
s24 120.00 

1500.00 

lCS@f.Revlewn, 
a-2 

3EgGtmtl3 
4B - 
BIkWdabh 
C- 
DlfonfmW 

5B Q= 
bAomrernArea/4 
7BNaE 
8B sable/slight 
9BcIlmed 

la (Imperative 
mopen 
12A linportant 
l3BClassII 
14cRdedNatural 
fiD%b 
16D class III 
17A Chwem ha/5 
l8BcoMernh 
19B (3mce.m Area 
2ODNOW 
mopen 
22-29AGeneral 

/l~pallcymtranaferthe~tenl,largeblocks 
tOtkEFS. 

/2Cknmtyrmd,afe7scatkredtractshckhgroads. 
/3clear~ri~and~sheep. 
/4cbe3/4dlefhdpldnizIecthaloagclear~and 

-Erroblem* 
74 /5kI?rahhume~chazard. 



Mgt. Ihit Acres 

818. SilverFll~ 1C Specif. I&view 
w3 R7sw 2A Existing/1 

s13 20.00 CNone 
$24 160.00 3A Ilqmbld2 

180.00 4Bbwa.ilable 
DNmfored 

5B Open 
6AcaxelmArea/3 
7BNaE 
8B stable/slight 
9Bclosed 

1OACboperative 
1=%= 
12A Illportant 
l3BClam II 
14D Rural 
l5AMW/4 
16D Class III 
17A htxern Area/5 
18BCbncernArea/6 

CClOSed 
19BCbXXZll~ 
2oDNone 
2mopen 
22-29A General 

/1Cbmtymad,privateruads,walkingacce8e franWS. 
I2 Bi.glmm sheep. 
/3SecxJdywat~toCl2earQ.eekpo11ut~problen. 
/4GelxgetownRailroedNRHpdNatiavllRistoric-. 
/5Awlamhezone~logichazarddlandelide~logic 

hazarddepositso&hofClearQeek. 
/6Rxtia~ofS24closedby recmtiondpublicpnpoeeelease 

application. 

!a.9 l60.00 
300.00 

Mgt. unit 

82O.lmvmmrthMn. 1C Specif. Wviw 
%SR74W 2AE%istingl1 

s17 80.00 
s18 40.00 3EgLtad2 
s19 90.00 4BWavailable 
s20 60.00 5R Open 

270.00 6AOmcenlArea/3 
7BNae 
8B stable/slight 
9B closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1uopen 
12A Ilqlortaut 
l3BClass II 
14CbadedNamral 
15DHigh 
16D Class III 
17A Gxxern Area/4 
18BGYncemArea/5 

CClOSd 
19BGXMXtlArea 
2oDNaE 
2mopen 
22-29A General 

/lCbmtyroeds,scatteredtractslackraads. 
/2Bi$bnnsheepdnuledeer. 
/3SemdazywatershedtoClear QeekpolluticmprobleIL 
/4Ltdslidegeologichazazddepot3itwmtofbavmmrth 

/5ELedby recnatiardpublicplrpoeesleaees8rld 
leaseapplication. 
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Mgtmit Aaw . IMagawlt 

9ol. SnyderMna 
l4s R72w 

s27 40.00 

lBDispoealA 
2cNare 
3A BqJommtl2 
4B Unavailable 
5cclosed 
6~ Gemral 
7BNaE 
8B stablemight 
9Baosd 

1OAGioperative 
1uopen 
12A hpmant 
13DChss IV 
14c ItDded Natural 
15D High 
16D class III 
17BNtXZ 
18cclosed/3 
19BQcrcernATXa 
2ODNone 
2mopen 
22-29A Gemral 

- 

/lFrivate -water powerwithirzwalpmblen 
/2Elkcalvingandnuledeer, raptors. 
/3 Classified fkr recreation ad public prpme. 

902. m. Eva23 lB DiEpsalA 
m R73w 2AExisting/z 

s13 40.00 3A rnprtantl3 
4AAvailable 
5BOpen 
~B&SIIZX-~~ 
7BNare 
8BStable/Slight 
9B closed 

1CNfhperative 
1uopen 
12B General 
13B Class II 
14DRural 
15D High 
16D class III 
17BNale 
18BconOe~~ 
19BconWITlArea 
2aDNom 
2nopgl 
22-29AGewral 

A Rlblic. 
j2@untymad. 
/3 Elk and mule deer. 

bjgt.Ulli.t 

903 .DeetCkdt lB DispcaalA 
PS R73w 2A Eilcisting/2 

927 40.00 3A Iapcmid3 
4AAvailable 

DNonforest 
5ALMsed 
6~ k~+ral 
7B None 
aBstable/s1i@-lt 
9A open 

104 &operative 
1uopen 
12AImportant 
13DChss IV 
14C maded Natural 
15D High 
16D class 11x 
17BNtM 
18BCarernh 
19BQnoerllh 
2oDNaE 
2mopen 
Z-29A Gemral 

/l pclblic. 

nuledeer. 

904.CkOddTOpMt% 
T6s R73w 

S5 160.00 

18 Disposal/l 
2AExidngl2 
CNOW 

3AIlqmant/3 
4BUnavailable 
5ALeased 
6BGemral 
7BNaw 
8Bstablemight 
9Bclosd 

1OA Gmperative 
1uopen 
12B Gewral 
13DClass Iv 
14B SPM 
15D High 
16D class III 
17B None 
18BcorrernAres 
19B Conoern Area 
2oDNaE 
2mopen 
22-29AGareral 

/l Private. 
;; bkl$ingpss fran USFS. 

. 
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Mtzt. Unit Acres -t 

905. Yankee meek 
'I6SR72W 

s3 50.00 

/l Private. 
/2hklkingaccess franus?s. 
/3 Elkatdmledeer. 

906. DeenIult 
'i6SR7oW 

s23 4.00 

/l Private. 
/2 Elk and mile deer. 

lB D.ispsal/l 
2AExistingl2 
CNone 

3AImpom/3 
4B Unavailable 
5B Open 
6B Gemral 
7B Nme 
8B stable/sl*t 
9B closed 

1OA Cooperative 
1wopen 
12B Germ-al 
1x class III 
14CRuadedNatural 
15D Hi.& 
16D class III 
17B Nme 
lBBCCKK!e~Area 
19BconCeITlArea 
2ODNC4W 
2mopen 
2%29AGemral 

lB Disposal/l 
2c None 
3A Impoaant/2 
4B Unavailable 
5B Open 
6B General 
7BNone 
BB Stable/Slight 
9A open 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x class III 
UCRoadedN&ural 
15D High 
16D class III 
17BNOW 
184 Available 
19A Open 
2ODNOW 
2mopen 
22-29AGeneral 

&tunit kres . 

907.GrameMhl. nmspoeal/l 
T7s lmw 2AETdsdbg/2 

!a8 7.20 CNtXE 
sl9 57.40 3A Important/3 

64.60 4B - 
513 Open 
6B GeEraIL 

i2ZidSlight 
9A OP- 

loA ccmperative 
mopen 
l2B- 
UcclassIII 
14B SPM 
EDW 
l6DClamILI 
17BNme 
l8BcmcenlAreal4 

CCkXJd 
19B tkncem Area 
2oDNccE 
mopen 
224s Ge5eT.d 

/1Phate(pcwr~jectproblem). 
/2~acce&3fmmusFs. 
l3MliLedeer. 
/4hXs3d4Sl9clo6edbyFederalPbwer~oxde!r 

c~faoewith&awElforRJwerplloject552. 

!m. west Resort ckeek 
T7SR73W 

s2 80.00 

lB Dispcd/l 
2c None 
3A Ilqtnamtl2 
4B &available 
5B open 
6~kral 
7BNa-e 
8B smblemight 
9B closed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12AIqmtant 
1x class III 
14B SPM 
15D High 
16D class III 
17BNone 
18B Concern Area 
19B Gmcern kea 
2ODNOW 
2mopen 
22-29A General 

/l Private. 
/2 Elkandmledeer. 
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hgt.unit Aum I4smgMlt 

903. clbhaal sFd.rea uMspoeal/l 
T7s lu(lw 2cNaE 

40 80.00 3A Ihprbt/2 
48 lbavailable 
5B Or= 
6B Gemal 

EZ,- 
9BQoI3ed 

l.OBGeaeral 
nopen 
mImportant 
l3BClassII 
14B SM 
Is NRnPl3 
l6DclassIII 
17A ooolcern Ama/4 
lm-m 
l9cQoaed 
2oDNme 
mopen 
22-29At&xral. 

A Rlblic, with USFW culsultation. 
/2k~falcm,prai&falcm,andtideer. 
/3NorthFo1kHistm.lcDMrict. 
/4Gh?ddspdreswfeam. 

9lO. Foxtm 
T7s R7cM 

s20 240.00 

IB Disposal/l 
2cNale 
3A Inprtatlt/2 
4B Unavailable 
5B Open 
6~kral 
7BNaE 
8Bstatws1ight 
9A m 

10B General 
1uopen 
12A Inportant 
13B Class 11 
14A8mf 
15A tWP13 
16D Class III 
17BNrxle 
18BconCemArea 
19BcarCemArea 
2oDNale 
2mopen 
22-29A General 

Mgt.Unit Acre8 ManagEnmt 

1001 . Frospect Reservoir lB Disposal/l 
TlNR64W 2AExistingl2 

~26 64.41 3A Inpntantl3 
4D Nonforest 
5cClosed 
6~ General 
7B None 
8C kderate 
9BClosed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
13D Class IV 
14D Rural 
15E Lw 
16C Class II 
17B Nane 
18BkncemArea 
19c Closed 
BIS Open 
2lCYearlong 
22-29ACeneral 

/1 Private with USF6WS cawultation. 
/?QnJntymadtodam-stilgedland. 
/3 Waterfowl, federally endangered bald eagle. 

1002.HDrse &e&Reservoir lB Disposal/l 
TlNR64W 2c None 

s32 160.00 3A Iqmrtantl2 
4DNonforest 
5cClosed 
6~ General 
7B Naxz 
8C Moderate 
9B closed 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12B General 
1x Class III 
14D Rural 
15E Lw 
16D Class III 
17BNone 
18B&ncemArea 
19c Closed 
m Open 
2lCYearlong 
22-29A General 

/l Private. 
/2 Waterfowl. 

/'l Public. 
/2 Me deer. 
/3 Nmth FarkHistoric District. 
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Mgt. tit AClZS I4Elqpmt 

1003.Mmitou Springs ~Disposal/l 
Tl4sR67w M#Cisting/2 

s7 115.90 CNIXX? 
s17 40.00 

155.90 
3B General 
4B Unavailable 
5B open 
6AcbcemArea/3 
7BNale 
8B Stable/Slight 
9A open 

1OB General 
1uopen 
12AIlqJortant 
13B Class II 
14B SPM 
15B State/Local 
16D class III 
17B NOTE 
18B Concern Area 
19c closed 
2ODNUle 
2mopen 
22-29AGewral 

/l Public. 
I2 caunty road to s7. 
l3Manitou Sprirgsmmicipalwatershed. 

APPENDIX C - MANAGEMENT OF SUBSURFACE ESTATE 

seethedraftRlwEIs. 

changethepeziod0ftbnef~dxYulbgoperationsfargreater 
prairie chickeu habitat to 7/u-3/2a. 

GLOSSARY AND ABBREVIATIONS 

MAPS 

Refer to the draft RMP/EIS for maps. 
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